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Safety  Administration. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fiscal  Service. 

Notices 

Notes,  Treasury : 

Series  E-1979 _  27693 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Benefits;  payment  of  dependency 
allowance  for  spouse  to  certain 
female  veterans _  27744 
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_  27659 

Proclamations: 
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7  CFR 
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405- . . . - . 27782 
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510 . 27651 
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310 . 27796 
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29  CFR 

1952 . 27655 
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1-3- . 27655 

101-11 . 27655 

42  CFR 

2 . - . . .  27802 

43  CFR 

430 . . .  27658 

Public  Land  Orders: 

1063,  Revoked  by  PLO  5507 _  27659 

3836,  Amended  by  PLO  5506 _  27659 

5150,  Revoked  In  part  by  PLO  5506  27659 
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Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4381 

Captive  Nations  Week,  1975 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

The  history  of  our  Nation  reminds  us  that  the  traditions  of  liberty 
must  be  protected  and  preserved  by  each  generation.  Let  us,  therefore, 
rededicate  ourselves  to  the  ideals  of  our  own  democratic  heritage.  In  so 
doing,  we  manifest  our  belief  that  all  men  everywhere  have  the  same 
inherent  right  to  freedom  that  we  enjoy  today.  In  support  of  this 
sentiment,  the  Eighty-sixth  Congress,  by  a  joint  resolution  approved 
July  17,  1959  (73  Stat.  212),  authorized  and  requested  the  President 
to  proclaim  the  third  week  in  July  of  each  year  as  Captive  Nations  Week. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  designate  the  week  beginning 
July  13,  1975,  as  Captive  Nations  Week. 

I  call  upon  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  observe  this  week  with 
appropriate  ceremonies  and  activities,  and  I  urge  rededication  to  the 
aspirations  of  all  peoples  for  self-determination  and  liberty. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this 
twenty-seventh  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred 
seventy-five,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America 
the  one  hundred  ninety-ninth. 

•*//  <&*/ 

[FR  Doc.75-17288  Filed  6-27-75 ;4: 48  pm] 
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rules  one!  regulations 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  In  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  1 — General  Provisions 

CHAPTER  I— ADMINISTRATIVE  COMMIT¬ 
TEE  OF  THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

CFR  CHECKLIST 
1975  Issuances 

This  checklist,  prepared  by  the  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  is  published  in 
the  first  issue  of  each  month.  It  is  ar¬ 
ranged  in  the  order  of  CFR  titles,  and 
shows  the  revision  date  and  price  of  the 
volumes  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  issued  to  date  for  1975.  New  units 
issued  during  the  month  are  announced 
on  the  back  cover  of  the  daily  Federal 
Register  as  they  become  available. 

The  rate  for  subscription  service  to  all 
revised  volumes  issued  for  1975  is  $350 
domestic,  $75  additional  for  foreign  mail¬ 
ing. 

Order  from  Superintendent  of  Docu¬ 
ments,  Government  Printing  Office. 
Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

CFR  Unit  (Rev.  as  of  Jan.  1,  1975) : 


Title  Price 

1  _ _ _ $1.45 

2  _  .  70 

4  . . .  2.70 

5  _  4.  35 

6  [Reserved] 

7  Parts: 

0-45 _  6.  15 

46-51  __ _ _  4.  10 

52 _ _ _ _ _  6.  15 

53-209  _  6.  10 

210-699  ___ _ _ _  5.  65 

700-749  . . .  4.  25 

750-899  __ . . . — -  2.  95 

900-944  . .  4.  50 

945-980  . . . .  2.  30 

981-999  . —  2.  55 

1000-1059  _ _ _ _  4.  35 

1060-1119  . 4.80 

1120-1199  . . .  3.  75 

1200-1499  . .  4.  05 

1500-end  .  6. 30 

8  _  2.45 

9  _ 6.25 

10  Parts: 

0-199  _  4. 90 

200-end  _  3. 00 

11  . - . — . .  1.35 

12  Parts: 

1-299  . . — .  6.35 

300-end  . .  6.40 

13  — _ _  3.  60 

14  Parts: 

1-59  .  5. 85 

60-199  .  6.10 

200-end  . —  7.15 

15  _ _ _ _  4.50 

16  Parts: 

0-149  . $6.05 

150-end  .  5.50 


Title  Price 

CFR  Unit  (Rev.  as  of  April  1,  1975) : 

20  Parts: 

1-399  . . ' _ $2.45 

21  Parts: 

200-299  . —  1.  60 

600-1299  . . . .  2.  95 

1300-end . . . __  1.90 

22  _  4.  75 

24  Parts: 

0—499  _  5.  80 

25  _  4.  40 


26  Parts: 

1  (§§1.0-1—1.169) _  5.90 

1  (§§  1.170-1.300) _  3.65 

1  (§§  1.301-1.400)  . . 2.90 

1  (§§  1.401-1.500) . —  3.45 

1  (§§  1.501-1.640) _  4.00 

1  (§§  1.641-1.850) _  4.40 

1  (§  1.1201-end)  . . 6.90 

2-29 _ _ _  3.  40 

30-39  _  3.  40 

40-299  _ _  5.  25 

300-499  _  3.  55 

500-599  (Retain  CFR  Vol. 

Rev.  4-1-74) _ _  3.15 

600-end _ * _  1.70 


1974  CFR  volumes  previously  an¬ 
nounced  are  available  from  the  Super¬ 
intendent  of  Documents  at  the  prices 
listed  below: 


CFR  Unit  (Rev.  as  of  July  1, 1974) : 


28 . . _ _ $2.  20 

29  Parts: 

0-499  _  4.  50 

500-1899  . . .  5.  50 

1900-end  _  9. 90 

30  _ _ _ _  5.  65 

31  _  4.  35 

32  Parts: 

1-8 _ _  5.  95 

9-39 . . . .  4.  05 

40-399  _ _  4.  85 

400-589  .  4.  10 

590-699  _ 1.95 

700-799  _ _ __  5.  65 

800-999  _ _  4.  40 

1000-1399  _  1.  70 

1400-1599 .  3.  05 

1600-end  _  1. 65 


32A _ _ _ _  3.35 

33  Parts: 

1-199 . . . . . — _  4.85 

200-end  _  3. 65 

34  . .  1. 10 

35  _  3.  25 

36  _ _ _  2.  70 

37  . . . .  1.  75 

30  _  __  _ _  _  5  90 

39  ^ Rev.  Aug.  1,  1974>  I.IIZIIIIII  4.  45 

40  Parts: 

0-49 . .  2.  20 

50-99  _  7.  80 

100-end  _  5. 25 


Title  Prfee 

41  Chapters: 

1-2  _ $5.20 

3-5C . 5.50 

6-9 . . —  5.  15 

10-17 _  3.  10 

18 _ 7.  60 

19- 100 _ 2.60 

101-end  _  5. 00 

General  Index _  3.  05 

CFR  Unit  (Rev.  as  of  Oct.  1, 1974) : 

42  . $4.  45 

43  Parts: 

1-999 _ _ _  3.95 

1000-end  _  5.65 

44  [Reserved! 

45  Parts: 

1-99 _ _  3.  00 

x 00-199  _ _  5.  30 

200-499  _ _ — -  3.  15 

500-end  _  3.65 

46  Parts: 

1-29 _ , _ _  2.  05 

30-40  _  2.  05 

41-69 _  3.  85 

70-89  _  2.  05 

90-109  _ 1.90 

110-139 . 1.90 

140-149  _  7. 60 

150-165  _ _  3.  70 

166-199  _ _ _  2.  55 

200-end  _  6.20 

47  Parts: 

0-19 . . .  4.  10 

20- 69 _  5.  20 

70-79  _  4.  45 

80-end  _  6.  05 

48  [Reserved! 

49  Parts: 

1-99 _ _  1.  90 

100-199  . .  7.  20 

200-999  _  5.  85 

1000-1199  _ 3.40 

1200-1299  (Rev.  Nov.  1,  1974)  _  7.  55 

1300-end  _  2. 75 

50  _  3.  80 


Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
ACTION 

Section  213.3359  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Special  Assistant  to 
the  Director  is  excepted  under  Schedule 
C. 

Effective  on  July  1,  1975,  §  213.3359(r) 
Is  amended  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3359  ACTION. 

t  •  *  •  * 

(r)  Two  Special  Assistants  to  the  Di¬ 
rector. 

*  +  •  *  • 
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(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1956  Oomp,  p.  218) 

Unites  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.75-17201  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  ami 


PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Federal  Energy  Administration 

Section  213.3388  is  amended  to  show 
the  change  of  organizational  title  from 
the  Office  of  Public  Affairs  to  the  Office 
of  Communications  and  Public  Affairs 
and  to  show  that  one  position  of  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Com¬ 
munications  and  Public  Affairs  is  ex¬ 
cepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  July  1,  1975  §  213.3388(c) 
is  amended  and  §  213.3388(c)  (2)  is  re¬ 
established  to  read  as  follows: 

§  213.3388  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion. 

(c)  Office  of  Communications  and 
Public  Affairs.  *  *  • 

(2)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Di¬ 
rector.  . 

•  •  •  *  * 

(5  CS.C.  8301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(PR  Doc.76-17202  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


PART  551 — PAY  ADMINISTRATION 
UNDER  THE  FAIR  LABOR  STANDARDS  ACT 

Exemptions 

A  new  Part  551  is  being  added  to 
Chapter  I  of  5  CFR,  under  the  provi¬ 
sion  in  section  4(f)  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
93-259  enacted  April  8,  1974,  which 
states: 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of 
this  Act,  or  any  other  law,  the  ClvU  Service 
Commission  is  authorized  to  administer  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  with  respect  to  any 
individual  employed  by  the  United  States 
(other  than  any  individual  employed  In  the 
Library  of  Congress,  United  States  Postal 
Service,  Postal  Rate  Commission,  or  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority). 

Partial  regulations  governing  exemp¬ 
tions  are  issued  at  this  time,  with 
regulations  on  other  aspects  to  follow. 

These  regulations  are  issued  without 
prior  publication  in  proposed  form.  Be¬ 
cause  this  is  a  matter  relating  to  agency 
management  and  personnel  practices, 
the  provisions  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  (now  codified  in  5  U.S.C.  553) 
concerning  notice  of  proposed  rule¬ 
making,  opportunity  for  public  partici¬ 
pation,  and  delay  in  effective  date  are 
Inapplicable. 

The  Civil  Service  Commission  has, 
however,  provided  opportunity  for  all  in¬ 
terested  parties,  including  Federal 
agencies  and  employee  organizations. 


and  the  public  to  comment  on  the  issues 
covered  by  the  exemption  regulations. 
This  opportunity  was  provided  through 
circulation,  in  July  1974,  to  Federal 
agencies  and  unions  representing  Fed¬ 
eral  employees,  of  a  draft  proposing  ex¬ 
pansion  of  the  interim  instruction  on 
exemption  criteria  with  a  request  for 
comment,  and  through  a  formal  public 
hearing  notice  of  which  was  published 
on  September  16,  1974  in  the  Federal 
Register  (39  FR  33255). 

The  comments  received  reflected 
widely  divergent  views  concerning  the 
exemption  criteria.  The  Commission  has 
resolved  the  issues  raised  in  terms  of  the 
policy  of  integrating  exemption  criteria 
with  Federal  classification  systems  to 
the  extent  possible,  while  maintaining 
results  consistent  with  the  exemption 
criteria  applied  by  the  Department  of 
Labor. 

In  accordance  with  the  foregoing. 
Chapter  I  of  Title  5  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  Part  551,  reading  as  follows: 

Subpart  A — [Reserved] 

Subpart  B — Exemptions 

Sec. 

551.201  Agency  authority. 

551.202  General  principles  governing  ex¬ 

emptions. 

551.203  Exemptions  of  executive,  adminis¬ 

trative  and  professional  em¬ 
ployees. 

551.204  Exemption  of  employees  serving  In 

foreign  areas. 

Authority:  Sec.  4(f)  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-259, 
enacted  April  8,  1974. 

Subpart  A — [Reserved] 

Subpart  B — Exemptions 
§  551.201  Agency  authority. 

The  employing  agency  shall  exempt 
from  the  overtime  provisions  of  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  any  employee  who  meets  the 
exemption  criteria  of  this  subpart  and 
such  supplemental  Interpretations  or  in¬ 
structions  as  shall  be  issued  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission. 

§  551.202  General  principles  governing 
exemptions. 

In  all  exemption  determinations,  the 
agency  shall  observe  the  principles  that: 

(a)  Exemption  criteria  shall  be  nar¬ 
rowly  construed  to  apply  only  to  those 
employees  who  are  clearly  within  the 
terms  and  spirit  of  the  exemption. 

(b)  The  burden  of  proof  rests  with  the 
agency  that  asserts  the  exemption. 

(c)  All  employees  who  clearly  meet 
the  criteria  for  exemption  must  be  so 
exempted. 

§  551.203  Exemption  of  executive,  ad¬ 
ministrative,  and  professional  em¬ 
ployees. 

The  employing  agency  shall  exempt 
any  employee  who  is  an  executive,  ad¬ 
ministrative,  or  professional  employee 
as  defined  herein. 

(a)  An  executive  employee  is  a  super¬ 
visor,  foreman,  or  manager  who  super¬ 
vises  at  least  three  subordinate  employ¬ 
ees  and  who  meets  all  of  the  following 
criteria: 


(1)  The  employee’s  primary  duty  con¬ 
sists  of  management  or  supervision. 

(2)  The  workers  supervised  constitute 
a  recognized  organizational  unit. 

(3)  The  employee  regularly  exercises 
discretion  and  independent  judgment, 
under  only  general  supervision,  in  plan¬ 
ning,  directing  and  controlling  the  work 
of  the  unit  supervised. 

(4)  The  employee  performs  significant 
personnel  management  duties. 

(5)  The  employee’s  position  is  classi¬ 
fied  no  lower  than  General  Schedule 
grade  5  (GS-5)  or  the  equivalent  level  in 
other  white  collar  pay  systems,  or  the 
employee  fully  meets  or  exceeds  the 
“Foreman  range  of  responsibility’’  de¬ 
fined  in  the  job  grading  standard  for 
Wage  Supervisors,  if  under  the  Federal 
Wage  System  or  equivalent  prevailing 
rate  systems. 

(6)  In  addition  to  the  primary  duty 
criterion  that  applies  to  all  employees. 
Foreman  level  supervisors  in  the  Fed- 
earl  Wage  System  or  the  equivalent  in 
other  wage  systems,  and  employees  clas¬ 
sified  below  GS-10  or  the  equivalent  in 
other  white  collar  pay  systems,  must 
spend  80  percent  or  more  of  the  work¬ 
time  in  a  representative  workweek  on 
supervisory  and  closely  related  work. 

(b)  An  administrative  employee  is  an 
advisor,  assistant  or  representative  of 
management,  or  a  specialist  in  a  man¬ 
agement  or  general  business  function  or 
supporting  service  who  meets  all  of  the 
following  criteria : 

(1)  The  employee’s  primary  duty  con¬ 
sists  of  work  that: 

(1)  Significantly  affects  the  formula¬ 
tion  or  execution  of  management  policies 
or  programs:  or 

(ii)  Involves  general  management  or 
business  functions  or  supporting  serv¬ 
ices  of  substantial  importance  to  the  or¬ 
ganization  serviced:  or 

(ill)  Involves  substantial  participation 
in  the  executive  or  administrative  func¬ 
tions  of  a  management  official. 

(2)  The  employee  performs  office  or 
other  predominantly  nonmanual  work 
which  is: 

(i)  Intellectual  and  varied  in  nature,  t 
or 

(ii)  Of  a  specialized  or  technical  na¬ 
ture  that  requires  considerable  special 
training,  experience  and  knowledge. 

(3)  The  employee  must  frequently  ex¬ 
ercise  discretion  and  independent  judg¬ 
ment,  under  only  general  supervision,  in 
performing  the  normal  day-to-day  work. 

(4)  The  employee’s  position  is  classi¬ 
fied  no  lower  than  GS-7  or  the  equivalent 
level  in  other  white  collar  pay  systems. 

(5)  In  addition  to  the  primary  duty 
criterion  that  applies  to  all  employees, 
General  Schedule  employees  below  GS- 
10,  or  the  equivalent  in  other  salary  sys¬ 
tems,  must  spend  80  percent  or  more  of 
the  worktime  in  a  representative  work¬ 
week  on  administrative  functions  and 
work  that  is  an  essential  part  of  those 
functions. 

(c)  A  professional  employee  is  an  em¬ 
ployee  who  is  practicing  a  learned  or  ar¬ 
tistic  profession  and  who  meets  all  of  the 
following  criteria,  or  any  teacher  who  1s 
engaged  in  the  imparting  of  knowledge 
or  in  the  administration  of  an  academic 
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program  in  a  school  system  or  educa¬ 
tional  establishment. 

(1)  The  employee's  primary  duty  con¬ 
sists  of : 

(1)  Work  that  requires  knowledge  in  a 
field  of  science  or  learning  customarily 
and  characteristically  acquired  through 
education  or  training  that  meets  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  a  bachelor’s  or  higher  de¬ 
gree,  with  major  study  in  or  pertinent  to 
the  specialized  field  as  distinguished 
from  general  education:  or  is  performing 
work,  comparable  to  that  performed  by 
professional  employees,  on  the  basis  of 
specialized  education  or  training  and  ex¬ 
perience  which  has  provided  both  theo¬ 
retical  and  practical  knowledge  of  the 
specialty,  including  knowledge  of  related 
disciplines  and  of  new  developments  in 
the  field:  or 

(ii)  Work  in  a  recognized  field  of  ar¬ 
tistic  endeavor  that  is  original  or  cre¬ 
ative  in  nature  (as  distinguished  from 
work  which  can  be  produced  by  a  person 
endowed  with  general  manual  or  intellec¬ 
tual  ability  and  training)  and  the  result 
of  which  depends  on  the  invention,  imag¬ 
ination.  or  talent  of  the  employee. 

(2)  The  employee’s  work  is  predomi¬ 
nantly  intellectual  and  varied  in  nature, 
requiring  creative,  analytical,  evaluative, 
or  interpretative  thought  process  for  sat¬ 
isfactory  performance. 

(3)  The  employee  frequently  exercises 
discretion  and  independent  judgment, 
under  only  general  supervision,  in  per¬ 
forming  the  normal  day-to-day  work. 

(4)  The  employee’s  position  is  classi¬ 
fied  no  lower  than  OS-7  or  the  equivalent 
level  in  other  white  collar  pay  systems. 

(5)  In  addition  to  the  primary  duty 
criterion  that  applies  to  all  employees, 
General  Schedule  employees  below  GS- 
10,  or  the  equivalent  in  other  salary  sys¬ 
tems,  must  spend  80  percent  or  more  of 
the  worktime  in  a  representative  work¬ 
week  on  professional  functions  and  work 
that  is  an  essential  part  of  those  func¬ 
tions. 

§  551.204  Exemption  of  employees  serv¬ 
ing  in  foreign  areas. 

The  employing  agency  shall  exempt 
from  the  overtime  provisions  of  the  Pair 
Labor  Standards  Act  any  employee  whose 
services  during  the  workweek  are  per¬ 
formed  in  a  workplace  within  a  foreign 
country  or  within  territory  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  other 
than  in  the  following  locations:  a  State 
of  the  United  States ;  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia:  Puerto  Rico:  the  Virgin  Islands: 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  Lands  defined 
in  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Lands 
Act  (67  Stat.  462);  American  Samoa; 
Guam;  Wake  Island;  Eniwetok  Atoll; 
Kwajalein  Atoll:  Johnston  Island  and  the 
Canal  Zone. 

Effective  date:  July  1,  1975. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.76-17203  Filed  6-30-76:8:45  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  VII— AGRICULTURAL  STABILI¬ 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERV¬ 
ICE  (AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT), 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C — SPECIAL  PROGRAMS 

[Amdt.  10] 

PART  780— APPEAL  REGULATIONS 

Requests  for  Reconsideration  and  Appeals 
Requiring  Special  Handling 

Section  780.11  is  being  revised  to  pro¬ 
vide  that,  in  addition  to  the  items  listed 
in  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  through  (8)  of 
this  section,  administrative  determina¬ 
tions  made  by  a  State  ASC  committee 
with  respect  to  the  establishment  of  rice 
allotments,  are  not  appealable  to  the 
Deputy  Administrator. 

Section  780.11  of  the  appeal  regula¬ 
tions,  7  CFR  Part  780,  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

§780.11  Requests  for  reconsideration 
and  appeals  requiring  special  han¬ 
dling. 

(a)  Determinations  made  by  a  State 
committee  with  respect  to  (1)  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  farm  yields  for  wheat,  feed 
grain,  and  cotton,  (2)  the  establishment 
of  wheat  allotments,  (3)  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  farm  feed  grain  allotments,  (4) 
the  establishment  of  upland  cotton  base 
acreage  allotments,  (5)  the  establishment 
of  conserving  bases,  (6)  matters  rising 
under  the  tobacco  discount  variety  pro¬ 
gram,  (7)  eligibility  provisions  of  the 
livestock  feed  program,  (8)  the  disaster 
provisions  of  the  wheat,  feed  grain  and 
upland  cotton  programs  that  a  loss  on  a 
farm  was  due  in  whole  or  in  part  to 
causes  other  than  the  natural  disaster 
or  conditions  beyond  the  control  of  the 
producer,  and  (9)  the  establishment  of 
rice  allotments,  are  not  appealable  to  the 
Deputy  Administrator. 

*  *  *  •  • 

Effective  date.  The  changes  in  the  fore¬ 
going  amendment  of  Part  780  relate  to 
its  applicability  to  the  1975  Rice  Program 
and  subsequent  rice  programs  for  which 
rice  marketing  quotas  are  not  in  effect. 
Farmers  are  completing  their  plans  for 
the  1975  crop  year,  and  it  Is  essential 
that  the  foregoing  amendment  of  Part 
780  be  made  effective  as  soon  as  possible. 
It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
compliance  with  the  notice  and  public 
procedure  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest.  Accordingly,  this  amendment 
shall  become  effective  on  July  1, 1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  24, 
1975. 

E.  J.  F*erson, 

•  Acting  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-17083  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  X— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  MILK)  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

[Milk  Order  No.  64] 

PART  1064 — MILK  IN  THE  GREATER 
KANSAS  CITY  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Terminating  Certain  Provisions 

This  order  of  termination  is  issued 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  of  the  order  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  Greater  Kansas  City  mar¬ 
keting  area. 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (40 
FR  24019)  concerning  a  proposed  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  Base-Excess  Plan  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  order.  Interested  persons 
were  afforded  opportunity  to  file  written 
data,  views,  and  arguments  thereon. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant  ma¬ 
terial,  including  the  proposal  set  forth  in 
the  aforesaid  notice,  data,  views,  and 
arguments  filed  thereon,  and  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  it  is  hereby  found  and 
determined  that  the  following  provisions 
of  the  order  no  longer  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act  and  are 
hereby  terminated: 

§  1064.32  [Amended] 

1.  In  §  1064.32,  Other  reports,  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  in  their  entirety. 

§  1064.60  [Amended] 

2.  Immediately  preceding  8  1064.60,  in 
the  centerhead  “UNIFORM  PRICES”, 
the  letter  “S”. 

§  1064.61  [Amended] 

3.  In  1064.61,  Computation  of  uniform 
price  ( including  weighted  average  price 
and  base  and  excess  prices),  the  words 
“and  base  and  excess  prices”  as  they  ap¬ 
pear  in  the  definitive  heading  of  the  sec¬ 
tion;  and  in  paragraph  (a)  (6) ,  the  words 
“for  the  months  of  August  through  Jan¬ 
uary  shall  be”;  and  paragraph  (b)  in  its 
entirety.  . 

§  1064.62  [Amended] 

4.  In  §  1064.62,  Announcement  of  uni¬ 
form  prices  and  butterfat  differential, 
the  letter  “s”  as  it  appears  in  the  word 
prices  where  such  word  appears  both  in 
the  definitive  section  heading  and  in 
paragraph  (b). 

§  1064.71  [Amended] 

5.  In  §  1064.71,  Payments  to  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund,  paragraph  (b)  in 
its  entirety. 

§  1064.72  [Amended] 

6.  In  8  1064.72,  Payments  from  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund,  the  references  “or 
(b)  (2)”  and  “or  (b)(1)”. 

§  1064.73  [Amended] 

7.  In  8  1064.73,  Payments  to  producers 
and  to  cooperative  associations,  the  let¬ 
ter  “s”  in  the  word  prices  where  such 
word  appears  in  the  text  of  paragraph 
(a)  preceding  the  proviso;  and  in  para- 
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graph  (d)(2),  the  words  ‘‘applicable 
weighted  average  or”. 

§  1064.74  [Amended] 

8.  In  S  1064.74,  Butterfat  differential. 
the  letter  “s”  in  the  words  uniform 
prices. 

§  1064.75  [Amended] 

9.  In  {  1064.75(a),  Plant  location  ad¬ 
justments  for  producers  and  on  nonpool 
milk,  the  phrase  “and  the  uniform  price 
for  base  milk  pursuant  to  S  1064.61(b)". 

§§  1064.90,  1064.91,  1064.92,  1064.93 
[Removed] 

10.  Sections  1064.90,  1064.91,  1064.92, 
and  1064.93  in  their  entirety,  and  the 
centerheading  “BASE-EXCESS  PLAN” 
immediately  preceding  §  1064.90. 

Statement  of  consideration.  This  ac¬ 
tion  terminates  the  base  and  excess  plan 
provisions  of  the  order,  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1975. 

The  base  and  excess  plan  is  a  method 
of  apportioning*  the  total  value  of  milk 
in  the  market  among  producers  on  the 
basis  of  their  marketings  of  milk  during 
a  representative  period.  In  the  Greater 
Kansas  City  market  each  producer  is  as¬ 
signed  a  base  computed  from  his  milk 
deliveries  in  the  months  of  September 
through  December  each  year,  and  is  paid 
on  such  base  in  the  following  months  of 
February  through  July. 

The  termination  of  the  base  and  excess 
plan  effective  September  1  was  requested 
by  Mid-America  Dairymen,  Inc.,  and  is 
supported  by  Land  O’Lakes,  Inc.,  two 
cooperatives  which  together  represent  a 
large  majority  of  producers  on  the  Great¬ 
er  Kansas  City  market. 

A  large  percentage  of  producers  are 
finding  that  adjustment  of  production  in 
relation  to  the  base  and  excess  plan  pre¬ 
sents  difficult  herd  management  prob¬ 
lems  and  generally  oppose  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  the  plan  under  the  order.  Under 
the  circumstances,  adjustment  of  herds 
to  a  fall  freshening  program  could  re¬ 
sult  in  a  loss  of  milk  production  and  in¬ 
come  for  producers  on  this  market.  The 
operation  of  the  base  and  excess  plan 
was  suspended  during  the  months  of 
February  through  July  1974  for  similar 
reasons. 

A  further  consideration  for  a  group  of 
producers  who  are  located  in  southern 
Minnesota  is  that  other  dairy  farmers  in 
that  area  are  not  generally  paid  under 
a  base  and  excess  plan.  This  group  of 
producers  does  not  support  the  base  plan 
because  of  the  disparity  in  payments 
compared  to  dairy  farmers  in  the  same 
area. 

This  termination  action  is  taken  to 
coincide  with  the  beginning  of  the  Sep- 
tember-December  period  on  which  new 
daily  bases  would  be  otherwise  computed. 

This  termination  is  necessary  to  re¬ 
flect  current  marketing  conditions  and  to 
maintain  orderly  marketing  conditions 
in  the  marketing  area  in  that  a  substan¬ 
tial  majority  of  producers  on  the  Greater 
Kansas  City  order  are  finding  it  difficult 
to  adapt  their  present  production  pat¬ 
terns  to  the  base -excess  plan  and  thus 
oppose  its  continuance. 


Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
given  Interested  parties  and  they  were 
afforded  opportunity  to  file  written  data, 
views  or  arguments  concerning  this  ter¬ 
mination.  No  views  were  received  in  op¬ 
position  to  the  proposed  termination. 

Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  order  effective  with  respect  to 
producer  milk  deliveries  on  and  after 
September  1,  1975. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  That  the  afore¬ 
said  provisions  of  the  order  are  hereby 
terminated,  effective  September  1,  1975. 

(Sees.  1-19,  48  Stat  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-874) 

Effective  date:  September  1, 1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on: 
June  26.  1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-17080  Plied  6-30  76;8:45  am] 


[Milk  Order  No.  131] 

PART  1131— MILK  IN  THE  CENTRAL 
ARIZONA  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Suspending  a  Certain  Provision 

This  order  of  suspension  is  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) ,  and  of 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Central  Arizona  marketing 
area. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
for  the  month  of  July  1975,  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  of  §  1131.13(c)  in  its  entirety 
does  not  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act: 

Statement  of  Consideration 

The  suspension  will  remove  during 
July  1975  the  limitation  that  not  more 
than  eight  days’  production  of  any  pro¬ 
ducer  may  be  diverted  to  a  nonpool 
plant  from  a  pool  plant  during  the 
month. 

The  suspension  was  requested  by  a  co¬ 
operative  association  as  an  interim 
measure  pending  completion  of  amend¬ 
atory  action  on  its  proposal  to  modify 
pooling  standards  for  a  plant  operated 
by  a  cooperative.  A  hearing  on  that  pro¬ 
posal  was  held  at  Phoenix,  Arizona,  on 
March  12,  1975  and  a  recommended  de¬ 
cision  in  this  matter  was  issued  on 
June  13  (40  FR  25682). 

The  cooperative  requesting  the  sus¬ 
pension  supplies  the  market  with  a  sub¬ 
stantial  part  of  its  fluid  milk  needs  and 
processes  at  its  manufacturing  plant 
much  of  the  reserve  milk  supply  for  the 
market.  In  its  request  proponent  indi¬ 
cated  that  the  cooperative’s  plant  would 
be  unable  to  meet  the  pooling  require¬ 
ments  of  the  order  for  the  month  of  July 
and  that  in  similar  circumstances  dur¬ 
ing  the  preceding  year  an  identical  sus¬ 
pension  action  was  made  effective  for  the 
months  of  June  through  August. 

While  the  plant  is  in  nonpool  status 
for  the  month  of  July,  the  cooperative 
will  not  be  able  to  maintain  producer 
milk  status  for  all  of  its  member  milk 


under  the  diversion  limitations.  Thus, 
without  the  suspension,  substantial 
quantities  of  milk  regularly  associated 
with  the  pool  during  the  preceding 
months  would  be  excluded  from  the  pool. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  suspension 
provided  herein  for  the  month  of  July 
1975  is  necessary  to  assure  the  continued 
orderly  disposition  of  milk  for  the 
market. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  public 
procedures  thereon,  and  thirty  day’s 
notice  of  the  effective  date  hereof  are 
impractical,  unnecessary  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest  in  that: 

(a)  This  suspension  is  necessary  to 
reflect  current  marketing  conditions  and 
to  maintain  orderly  marketing  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  marketing  area; 

(b)  This  suspension  does  not  require 
of  persons  affected  substantial  or  exten¬ 
sive  preparation  prior  to  the  effective 
date;  and 

(c)  Producers  requested  this  suspen¬ 
sion  as  an  interim  action  pending  the 
completion  of  amendatory  action. 

Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  order  effective  on  July  1, 1975. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  That  the 
aforesaid  provision  of  the  order  is  hereby 
suspended  for  the  month  of  July  1975. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UJ3.C. 
601-674) 

Effective  date:  July  1,  1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on: 
June  26.  1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17081  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


Title  9 — Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTA. 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 
AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  83 — SCREWWORMS 

Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  and  U.S. 
Virgin  Islands  Declared  Free  of  Screw- 
worms 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  is  to 
declare  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands  free  of 
screwworms  and  to  remove  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Puerto  Rico  from  the  list  of 
areas  designated  as  areas  of  recurring 
infestation. 

Statement  of  considerations.  Since 
June  1971,  Veterinary  Services,  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  U.S. 
Virgin  Islands,  with  logistic  contribu¬ 
tion  from  the  U.S.  Air  Force  and  the  Air 
Force  Reserve  have  engaged  in  a  cooper¬ 
ative  effort  to  eradicate  screwworms  from 
the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  and 
the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands.  Sterile  screw- 
worm  flies  were  released  over  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  adjacent  Infested  islands 
and  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  ground  support  activities,  in¬ 
cluding  inspection  of  livestock  and  treat¬ 
ment  of  infestations  found.  The  last 
sterile  flies  were  released  over  these  areas 
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May  3,  1975.  Animal  health  officials,  in 
cooperation  with  the  livestock  industry, 
have  conducted  continuous  intensive  ani¬ 
mal  inspection  surveillance  activities 
since  that  date  without  finding  evidence 
of  screwworm  infestation.  The  last  con¬ 
firmed  screwworm  case  was  found  in  the 
U.S.  Virgin  Islands  February  22,  1972, 
and  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
November  5,  1974,  with  no  evidence  of 
continuing  infestation.  Since  more  than 
six  months  have  elapsed  since  a  case  of 
screwworms  has  occurred  in  Puerto  Rico, 
and  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands  have  been 
without  evidence  of  screwworm  infesta¬ 
tion  for  a  much  longer  period,  it  is  there¬ 
fore  determined  that  screwworms  have 
been  eradicated  from  both  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  U.S. 
Virgin  Islands. 

Accordingly,  Part  83,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

1.  In  §  83.1  paragraph  (1)  is  amended 
to  read: 

§  83.1  Definitions. 

*  •  *  *  * 

(1)  Controlled  Zone.  The  States  of 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico,  and  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands. 

*  *  *  *  * 

2.  In  §  83.2,  the  introductory  para¬ 
graph  is  amended  and  paragraph  (e)  is 
deleted: 

§  83.2  Notice  relating  to  existence  of 
screwworms. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  screw¬ 
worm  infestations  usually  exist  from 
April  15  through  November  30  of  each 
year  in  portions  of  the  States  of  Arizona, 
California,  New  Mexico,  and  Texas  desig¬ 
nated  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  and 
(d)  of  this  section.  Therefore,  the  follow¬ 
ing  areas  are  hereby  designated  as  areas 
of  recurring  infestation. 

•  •  •  *  * 

3.  In  §  83.6,  the  introductory  para¬ 
graph  is  amended  to  read: 

§  83.6  Interstate  movement  of  livestock 
from  areas  of  recurring  infestation. 

The  interstate  movement  of  livestock 
from  any  area  of  recurring  infestation  in 
the  States  of  Arizona,  California,  New 
Mexico,  and  Texas  is  prohibited  from 
April  15  through  November  30  of  each 
year,  unless  the  conditions  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)  or  (b)  of  this  section  are 
met.  This  restriction  also  applies  to  live¬ 
stock  transiting  any  area  (or  areas)  of 
recurring  infestation  to  an  area  free  of 
screwworm  infestation. 

•  *  •  •  • 
(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C. 
111,  112,  116,  120,  121);  37  FR  28464,  28477;  38 
FR  19141.) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  July  1, 1975. 

The  amendments  relieve  restrictions 
no  longer  deemed  necessary  to  prevent 
the  spread  of  screwworms  and  should  be 
made  effective  promptly  in  order  to  be  of 


maximum  benefit  to  affected  persons.  It 
does  not  appear  that  public  participation 
in  this  rulemaking  proceeding  would 
made  additional  relevant  Information 
available  to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendments  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary,  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  the  amendments  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th 
day  of  June  1975. 

Pierre  A.  Chaloux, 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

(FR  Doc.75-17153  Filed  6-30-76;8:45  ami 


SUBCHAPTER  D— EXPORTATION  AND  IMPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 

AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  97— OVERTIME  SERVICES 

RELATING  TO  IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 

Commuted  Traveltime  Allowances 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  is 
to  establish  commuted  traveltime  pe¬ 
riods  as  nearly  as  may  be  practicable  to 
cover  the  time  necessarily  spent  in  re¬ 
porting  to  and  returning  from  the  place 
at  which  an  employee  of  Veterinary 
Services  performs  overtime  or  holiday 
duty  when  such  travel  is  performed 
solely  on  account  of  overtime  or  holiday 
duty.  Such  establishment  depends  upon 
facts  within  the  knowledge  of  the  Ani¬ 
mal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
conferred  upon  the  Deputy  Administra¬ 
tor,  Veterinary  Services,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service  by  §  97.1 
of  the  regulations  concerning  overtime 
services  relating  to  imports  and  exports 
(9  CFR  97.1) ,  administrative  instructions 
9  CFR  97.2  1974  ed.),  as  amended  No¬ 
vember  27,  1974  (39  FR  41356-41358), 
December  11,  1974  (39  FR  43294),  Janu¬ 
ary  3,  1975  (40  FR  757),  February  21, 
1975  (40  FR  7620) ,  March  11, 1975  (40  FR 
11346)  and  May  8,  1975  (40  FR  20065), 
prescribing  the  commuted  traveltime 
that  shall  be  included  in  each  period  of 
overtime  or  holiday  duty,  are  hereby 
amended  by  adding  to  or  deleting  from 
the  respective  lists  therein  as  follows: 

§  97.2  Administrative  instructions  pre¬ 
scribing  commuted  travel  time. 
***** 

Within  Metropolitan  Area 
one  HOUR 

Delete:  Plentywood,  Montana. 

Outside  Metropolitan  Area 

one  HOUR 

Delete:  Raymond,  Montana  (served  from 
Plentywood,  Montana). 

TWO  HOURS 

Delete:  Portal.  North  Dakota  (served  from 
Kenmare,  North  Dakota). 


THREE  HOURS 

Add:  Beloit.  Wisconsin  (served  from  Madi¬ 
son,  Wisconsin). 

Delete:  Antler,  North  Dakota  (served  from 
Minot,  North  Dakota). 

Delete:  Port  of  Morgan  (served  from  Malta, 
Montana). 

Delete:  Scobey,  Montana  (served  from 
Plentywood,  Montana). 

FIVE  HOURS 

Delete:  Antler.  North  Dakota  (when  served 
from  Portal,  North  Dakota) . 

Delete:  Opheim,  Montana  (when  served 
from  Plentywood,  Montana) . 

Delete:  Port  of  Opheim  (served  from 
Plentywood,  Montana). 

six  HOURS 

Delete:  Antler,  North  Dakota  (when  served 
from  Bismarck,  North  Dakota) . 

(64  Stat.  661;  7  U.S.C.  2260.) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  July  1, 1975. 

It  is  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  that 
these  instructions  be  made  effective  at 
the  earliest  practicable  date.  It  does  not 
appear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  would  make  ad¬ 
ditional  relevant  information  available 
to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553, 
it  is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  on  these  instruc¬ 
tions  are  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  them  effective 
less  than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  June,  1975. 

Pierre  A.  Chaloux, 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-17082  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  68-WE  8  AD; 

Arndt.  39-2247] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

General  Dynamics  Model  340,  440  and 

C-131E  Airplanes  Including  Those  In¬ 
corporating  Turbopropeller  Power 

Amendment  39-597  (33  FR  7110),  AD 
68-10-4,  as  amended  by  Amendment  39- 
1305  (36  FR  19493),  requires  inspection 
of  the  front  spar  lower  rail  for  cracks  be¬ 
tween  wing  stations  240  and  270  and  be¬ 
tween  wing  stations  360  and  490  on  Gen¬ 
eral  Dynamics  Models  340,  440  and  C- 
131E  airplanes  including  those  using  tur¬ 
bo-propeller  power.  After  issuing  Amend¬ 
ment  39-1305,  the  agency  determined 
that  at  least  one  operator  has  reported 
finding  cracks  near  a  leading  edge  joint 
at  275.  Therefore,  the  AD  is  being 
amended  to  require  inspection  for  cracks 
between  wing  stations  240  and  490  until 
modified  in  accordance  with  the  manu¬ 
facturer’s  Service  Engineering  Report. 
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Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation.  It 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  Impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  PR  13697) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  Amendment  39-597  (33  FR 
7110),  AD  68-10-4,  as  amended  by 
Amendment  39-1305  (36  FR  19493),  is 
further  amended  as  follows: 

Amend  paragraph  (c)  in  pertinent 
part,  to  read:  Remove  the  wing  leading 
edge  and  visually  inspect  the  wing  front 
spar  lower  rail  between  wing  stations  240 
and  490  for  cracks. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  30,  1975. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  UJ3.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423);  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
US.C.  1665(c) ) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  June 
18,  1975. 

Lynn  L.  Hink, 

Acting  Director, 

FAA  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc .75-1 7067  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  75-SO-69,  Arndt.  39-22491 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Lockheed  Model  382  Series 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
an  airworthiness  directive  was  adopted 
on  June  13,  1975,  and  made  effective  im¬ 
mediately  as  to  all  known  operators  of 
Lockheed  Model  382  Series  airplanes.  The 
directive  requires  an  inspection  of  the 
outer  wing  lower  aft  beam  cap,  beam 
web,  and  aft  lower  panel. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate  cor¬ 
rective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  was  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
and  good  cause  existed  for  making  the 
airworthiness  directive  effective  immedi¬ 
ately  as  to  all  known  U.S.  operators  of 
Lockheed  Model  382  series  airplanes  by 
individual  telegrams  dated  June  13, 1975. 
These  conditions  still  exist  and  the  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  is  hereby  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  make  it  effec¬ 
tive  as  to  all  persons. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  the  following  airworthiness 
directive  applicable  to  operators  of  Lock¬ 
heed  Model  382  Series  Airplanes  certificated 
in  all  categories  is  effective  immediately  upon 
receipt  of  this  telegram  because  of  cracks  in 
the  outer  wing  lower  aft  beam  cap  and  web. 
Lockheed.  Applies  to  all  Model  382  series  Air¬ 
planes,  serial  numbers  3946  and  4101  through 
4541,  except  those  airplanes  which  have  been 
modified  In  accordance  with  ECP  964,  or 
equivalent,  or  repaired  in  accordance  with 
FAA  approved  instructions.  For  airplanes 
with  15,000  hours  or  more  total  time  In  serv¬ 
ice,  within  the  next  50  hours'  time  in  service, 
and  thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to  exceed  500 
hours  In  service  from  the  last  Inspection 


fluorescent  dye  penetrant  Inspect  (1)  Outer 
wing  lower  aft  beam  cap  aft  horizontal  flange 
from  OWS  105  to  108,  paying  particular  at¬ 
tention  to  the  filet  radius,  (2)  Lower  three 
Inches  of  aft  face  of  outer  wing  aft  beam 
web  from  OWS  105  to  108,  and  (3)  Aft  two 
Inches  of  outer  surface  of  the  outer  wing 
lower  aft  skin  panel  from  OWS  106  to  108. 

This  amendment  is  effective  July  3, 
1975,  and  was  effective  June  13,  1975,  for 
all  recipients  of  the  telegram  dated 
June  13,  1975,  which  contained  this 
amendment. 

(Secs.  313(a) ,  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423);  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)) 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  June  19, 
1975. 


Lonnie  D.  Parrish, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 


|FR  Doc.75-17068  Filed  6-30  75; 8: 45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  75-WA-ll] 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 

ROUTES  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 

Redesignation  of  Jet  Route 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  to  renumber  the  U.S.  portion  of  J-509 
between  Long  Lake,  N.Y.,  intersection 
and  Montreal,  Quebec,  Canada,  to  J-570. 
Canada  is  taking  similar  action  to  re¬ 
number  the  portion  of  J/HL509  that  lies 
within  their  airspace.  Additionally,  this 
amendment  corrects  the  regulatory  de¬ 
scription  of  the  jet  route  to  use  the  name 
Montreal,  Quebec,  rather  than  St.  Eu- 
stache,  Quebec.  There  is  no  change  in 
route  alignment. 

This  redesignation  is  part  of  an  overall 
plan  to  simplify  routes  and  air  traffic 
clearances  for  air  traffic  on  high  level  air¬ 
ways  serving  the  North  Atlantic  routes. 

Since  a  change  in  route  identification 
is  a  minor  amendment  upon  which  the 
public  is  not  particularly  interested,  no¬ 
tice  and  public  procedure  thereon  are 
unnecessary.  However,  since  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  that  sufficient  time  be  allowed  to 
permit  appropriate  changes  to  be  made 
on  aeronautical  charts,  this  amendment 
will  become  effective  more  than  30  days 
after  publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  75.100  (40  FR  705)  Jet  Route  No. 
509  is  deleted  and  the  following  is  added: 

1.  Jet  Route  No.  570 

From  the  INT  of  Albany,  N.Y.,  343*  and 
Montreal,  Quebec,  188*  rad  la  Is  to  the  INT  of 
the  Montreal  188'  radial  with  the  United 
States/Canadian  border. 

(Secs.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a) );  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  25, 
1975. 

F.  L.  Cunningham, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

(FR  Doc.75-17069  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 


Title  17 — Commodity  and  Securities 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  II— SECURITIES  AND 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

(Release  Noe.  IA-463,  IC-8826,  File  No.  4-149] 

PART  270— RULES  AND  REGULATIONS, 
INVESTMENT  COMPANY  ACT  OF  1940 

PART  275— RULES  AND  REGULATIONS. 
INVESTMENT  ADVISERS  ACT  OF  1940 

Variable  Life  Insurance;  Rescission  of 
Exemptive  Rules 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  (“Com¬ 
mission”)  has  determined  to  rescind  Rule 
3c-4  (17  CFR  270.3c-4)  under  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C. 
80a-l  et  seq.)  (“Investment  Company 
Act”)  and  Rule  202-1  (17  CFR  275.202-1) 
under  the  Investment  Advisers  Act  of 
1940  (15  U.S.C.  80b-l  et  seq.)  (“Advisers 
Act”)  (hereinafter  collectively  referred 
to  as  “Rules”).  These  Rules  exempted 
issuers  of  variable  life  insurance  con¬ 
tracts  which  met  certain  specific  require¬ 
ments  and  certain  investment  advisers 
thereto  from  the  provisions  of  the  In¬ 
vestment  Company  and  Advisers  Acts.1 

On  February  27,  1975  the  Commission 
announced  withdrawal  of  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Rules  and  proposed 
to  rescind  the  Rules.*  While  rescission  of 
the  Rules  would  result  in  the  application 
of  the  Investment  Company  and  Advis¬ 
ers  Acts  to  variable  life  insurance  con¬ 
tracts,  their  issuers  and  related  persons, 
the  Commission  also  announced  its  in¬ 
tention  to  propose  a  rule  under  section 
6(e)  (15  U.S.C.  80a-6(e) )  of  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  which  would  condi¬ 
tionally  exempt  certain  variable  life  in¬ 
surance  separate  accounts  from  certain 
sections  of  this  Act  and  the  rules  there¬ 
under  while  requiring  full  compliance 
with  all  other  provisions  of  this  Act  and 
rules.5 

Rule  3c-4  defined  the  term  “insurance 
company”  as  used  in  section  3(c)(3)  (15 
U.S.C.  80a-3(c)(3))  of  the  Investment 


1  Securities  Act  Rel.  No.  5360,  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Rel.  No.  9972,  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  Rel.  No.  7644,  Investment  Advisers 
Act  Rel.  No.  359  (January  31,  1973),  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  on  February 
13, 1973  (38  FR  4315). 

‘Investment  Company  Act  Rel.  No.  8690, 
Investment  Advisers  Act  Rel.  No.  439  (Febru¬ 
ary  27,  1975) ,  published  In  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  March  12,  1975  (40  FR  11613).  The 
comment  period  for  the  proposal  was  to  ex¬ 
pire  on  March  31,  1975  but  was  extended  to 
April  18,  1975  (Investment  Company  Act  Rel. 
No.  8706,  Investment  Advisers  Act  Rel.  No. 
443  (March  5,  1975)),  and  further  extended 
to  June  2,  1975  (Investment  Company  Act 
Rel.  No.  8761,  Investment  Advisers  Act  Rel. 
No.  453  (AprU  16,  1975),  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  24,  1975  (40  FR 
18007) ) . 

■Investment  Company  Act  Rel.  No.  8691, 
Investment  Advisers  Act  Rel.  No.  440  (Febru¬ 
ary  27, 1975) ,  published  In  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  March  12,  1975  (  40  FR  11614).  The 
comment  period  for  this  matter  was  to  expire 
on  April  18,  1975  but  was  extended  to  June 
2,  1975  (Investment  Company  Act  ReL  No. 
8760,  Investment  Advisers  Act  Rel.  No.  462 
(April  16,  1976),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  24,  1975  (40  FR  18007) ). 
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Company  Act  to  include  a  separate  ac¬ 
count  which  was  employed  as  the  fund¬ 
ing  medium  for  variable  life  insurance 
contracts.  For  this  purpose,  the  Rule  de¬ 
fined  a  variable  life  insurance  contract 
as  any  contract  of  insurance  issued  by  an 
insurance  company  which,  so  long  as 
premiums  were  paid  when  due,  provided 
a  death  benefit  which  varied  to  reflect 
the  investment  experience  of  a  separate 
account  established  and  maintained  by 
such  insurance  company  and  which  met 
the  four  additional  criteria  specified  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  the  Rule. 

Rule  202-1  excluded  from  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  the  term  “investment  adviser”  set 
forth  in  section  202(a)  (11)  (15  U.S.C. 
80b-2(a)  (11) )  of  the  Advisers  Act,  an  in¬ 
surance  company,  or  any  affiliated  com¬ 
pany  thereof  to  the  extent  that  any  ad¬ 
visory  services  performed  were  incidental 
to  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  issuing 
any  variable  life  insurance  contract  as 
defined  in  Rule  3c-4  under  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  or  any  Interest  or 
participation  in  a  separate  account  issued 
in  connection  with  such  contract. 

In  adopting  the  rules,  and  later  in  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  thereto,  the  Com¬ 
mission  expressed  concern  that  regula¬ 
tions  be  developed  by  state  insurance  au¬ 
thorities  which  would  provide  investor 
protection  substantially  equivalent  to  rel¬ 
evant  protections  afforded  by  the  In¬ 
vestment  Company  and  Advisers  Acts, 
and  that  such  regulations  be  adopted 
prior  to  the  sale  to  the  public  of  variable 
life  insurance  contracts.  Specifically,  the 
Commission  indicated  that  if  substantial 
regulatory  deficiencies  existed  and  were 
not  likely  to  be  remedied,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  would  consider  whether  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  to  modify  or  rescind 
the  Rules.4  These  concerns  prompted  the 
Commission  on  September  20, 1973  to  re¬ 
quest  comments,11  and  on  January  31, 
1974,  to  order  a  public  hearing  on  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  Rules  and  on 
the  Model  Variable  Life  Insurance  Regu¬ 
lation  adopted  by  the  National  Associa¬ 
tion  of  Insurance  Commissioners  in  De¬ 
cember  1973.* 

Based  on  the  comments  and  testimony 
received  in  response  to  these  releases,  as 
well  as  the  extensive  prior  submissions 
made  throughout  the  Commission’s  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  status  of  variable  life 
insurance  under  the  federal  securities 
laws,  and  the  comments  submitted  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  proposal  to  rescind  the 
Rules,  and  in  light  of  the  difficulties 
which  have  been  and  would  be  encoun¬ 
tered  in  developing  and  enforcing  a  reg- 


*  Securities  Act  Rel.  No.  6360,  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Rel.  No.  9972,  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  Rel.  No.  7644,  Investment  Advisers 
Act  Rel.  No.  369  (January  31.  1973)  at  page  6, 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  on  Febru¬ 
ary  13,  1973  (38  FR  4315,  4317). 

a  Investment  Company  Act  Rel.  No.  8000, 
Investment  Advisers  Act  Rel.  No.  391  (Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1973),  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  26,  1973  (38  FR 
26816). 

•Investment  Company  Act  Rel.  No.  8216, 
Investment  Advisers  Act  Rel.  No.  399  (Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1974),  published  In  the  Fedoial 
Register  on  February  11,  1974  (39  FR  6209). 


ulatory  pattern  administered  by  diverse 
authorities  which  would  afford  protec¬ 
tions  to  investors  substantially  equivalent 
to  protections  available  under  the  In¬ 
vestment  Company  Act,  the  Commission 
has  concluded  that  the  exemptions  pro¬ 
vided  by  Rules  3c-4  and  202-1  would  not 
assure  necessary  investor  protections,  in¬ 
cluding,  but  not  limited  to,  prohibitions 
against  excessive  management  fees,  ad¬ 
ministrative  fees  and  sales  charges,  con¬ 
trols  to  prevent  unfair  contract  provi¬ 
sions  with  respect  to  redemption  of 
contractholder  interests,  management 
accountability  to  investors  and  independ¬ 
ent  review  of  the  operations  of  the  sep¬ 
arate  account,  prohibitions  against 
breaches  of  fiduciary  duty,  and  private 
rights  of  action  with  respect  to  investor 
protection  provisions. 

Accordingly,  the  Commission  has  de¬ 
termined  that  rescission  of  the  Rules  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  consistent  with  the  protection 
of  investors  and  the  purposes  fairly  in¬ 
tended  by  the  policies  and  provisions  of 
the  Investment  Company  and  Advisers 
Acts.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  authority 
granted  the  Commission  in  section  6(c) 
and  38(a)  (15  U.S.C.  80a-6(c)  and  80a- 
37(a))  of  the  Investment  Company  Act 
and  sections  202(a)  (11) ,  206A  and  211(a) 
(15  U.S.C.  80b-2(a)  (11) ,  80b-6a  and  80b- 
11(a) )  of  the  Advisers  Act,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  hereby  rescinds  55  270.3c-4  and  275.- 
202-1  of  17  CFR  Chapter  II,  effective 
July  30, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

Tseal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

June  18,  1975. 

(FR  Doc.76-17096  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

Title  18 — Conservation  of  Power  and 
Water  Resources 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  POWER 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  R-472;  Order  No.  531] 

PART  3 — ORGANIZATION;  OPERATION; 

INFORMATION  AND  REQUESTS;  MIS¬ 
CELLANEOUS  CHARGES;  ETHICAL 

STANDARDS 

PART  260— STATEMENTS  AND  REPORTS 
(SCHEDULES) 

Natural  Gas  Curtailments 

June  25,  1975. 

By  Notice  Issued  May  12,  1975,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  16.  1975,  (40  FR  21492)  in  Docket 
No.  R-472  pursuant  to  section  553  of 
Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code  and  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  sections  4,  5,  7,  8, 10, 14, 
15  and  16,  (52  Stat.  822,  823,  824,  825, 
826,  828,  829,  830;  56  Stat.  83,  84;  61  Stat. 
459;  76  Stat.  72;  15  U.S.C.  717c,  717d, 
717f,  717g,  717i,  717m,  717n,  717o)  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC)  pro¬ 
posed  to  add  a  new  form  which  is  to  be 
filed  by  all  interstate  pipeline  companies 
subject  to  its  jurisdiction  that  supply  na¬ 
tural  gas,  including  LNG  and  SNG,  di¬ 
rectly  to  end-use  customers.  This  new 
form  Is  required  in  order  to  determine 
the  extent  to  which  alternate  fuels  may 


be  utilized  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
those  end-use  customers  who  will  not  be 
able  to  continue  to  satisfy  their  energy 
needs  with  natural  gas  due  to  the  im¬ 
position  of  increasing  levels  of  curtail¬ 
ment  upon  such  customers  by  interstate 
pipeline  companies  or  foreign  suppliers 
of  natural  gas.  In  order  to  obtain  this 
information,  the  Commission  will  add  a 
new  5  260.15  to  Part  260  (Statements 
and  Reports  (Schedules) )  of  Subchapter 
G  (Approved  Forms,  Natural  Gas  Act) 
of  Chapter  I  of  Title  18  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

The  Commission  in  its  Order  No.  523 
issued  in  Docket  No.  R-472  on  Febru¬ 
ary  6,  1975,  withheld  passing  upon  the 
inclusion  of  Schedule  IB  and  Schedule 
1C  in  FPC  Form  No.  16  in  deference  to 
numerous  comments  that  had  been  sub¬ 
mitted  by  interested  parties.1  It  was 
noted  in  the  Order  that  the  comments 
urged  our  postponement  of  any  action  on 
those  schedules  in  this  proceeding  until 
agreement  was  reached  among  the  Com¬ 
mission,  the  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion  (FEA)  and  the  National  Association 
of  Regulatory  Utility  Commissioners 
(NARUC)  on  expanded  information  de¬ 
sired  by  the  FEA.  FPC  Form  No.  69  was 
developed  by  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  in  coordination  with  the  FEA, 
NARUC,  and  other  governmental 
agencies  after  a  series  of  informal  con¬ 
ferences  as  provided  for  in  Order  No.  523 
were  conducted  on  these  matters.  Form 
No.  69  seeks  the  type  of  data  that  was 
initially  sought  under  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  proposed  schedules  IB  and  1C  of 
FPC  Form  No.  16.  The  acquisition  of  the 
data  sought  in  FPC  Form  No.  69  and  the 
similar  complementary  form  to  be  pro¬ 
mulgated  by  the  FEA  is  an  essential  pre¬ 
requisite  to  any  subsequent  measures 
that  may  be  taken  to  offset  the  disrup¬ 
tive  impact  envisaged  under  the  in¬ 
creased  curtailments  of  natural  gas. 

Form  No.  69  will  be  filed  with  this 
Commission  only  by  judisdictional  sup¬ 
pliers.  Suppliers  of  natural  gas  who  are 
not  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  will  not  be 
affected  by  the  promulgation  of  Form 
No.  69,  but  win  be  required  to  file  a  sim¬ 
ilar  and  complementary  form  with  the 
FEA.  Those  suppliers  of  natural  gas  sub¬ 
ject  to  FPC  jurisdiction  would  file  only 
with  the  FPC.  In  this  manner,  a  single 


1  Schedule  1A  that  was  Incorporated  into 
FPC  Form  No.  16  by  Order  No.  523  only  shows 
system-wide  summary  Information  concern¬ 
ing  pipeline  company  supply,  requirements 
and  curtailments. 

Proposed  Schedule  IB  to  the  latter  form, 
upon  which  action  was  deferred  in  Order  No. 
523,  would  have  required  each  curtaUed  dis¬ 
tributor  receiving  100,000  Mcf  per  year  or 
more  to  provide  the  names  of  the  customers 
curtaUed  by  such  distributor,  the  volumes 
Involved,  certain  end-use  data,  alternate 
fuel  Information,  location,  and  SIC  code. 

The  proposed  Schedule  1C,  also  deferred, 
would  have  required  pipelines  to  provide 
end-use,  location,  SIC  code  and  alternate 
fuel  Information  for  each  large  direct  cus¬ 
tomer  curtaUed  by  the  pipeline.  (SIC  Code 
relates  to  the  Standard  Industrial  Classifica¬ 
tion  issued  by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget.) 
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coordinated  form  may  be  filed  by  tho6e 
required  to  report  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  and  thereby  satisfy 
the  mutual  requirement*  of  both  the  FPC 
and  the  FEA  for  this  data.  This  will  re¬ 
duce  the  burden  on  those  persons  re¬ 
quired  to  report  and  will  further  enable 
better  coordination  of  information  be¬ 
tween  the  FPC  and  the  FEA  as  well  as 
with  the  members  of  NARUC. 

The  FEA  under  its  statutory  obliga¬ 
tions  is  primarily  concerned  with  infor¬ 
mation  relating  to  the  alternate  fuels  and 
the  quantities  of  the  specific  alternates 
fuels  that  can  serve  to  satisfy  the  needs 
of  those  portions  of  this  nation’s  indus¬ 
trial  and  commercial  complex  that  pre¬ 
viously  utilized  natural  gas  as  a  fuel  but 
will  not  be  able  to  satisfy  their  energy 
needs  with  natural  gas  as  a  result  of  the 
increasing  severity  of  curtailment  antic¬ 
ipated  by  interstate  pipeline  companies. 

Similarly,  this  Commission  has  a  need 
for  this  information  in  order  to  meet  its 
responsibilities  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  where  it  has  a  mandate  to  require 
that  those  pipeline  companies  subject  to 
its  jurisdiction  adopt  curtailment  plans 
that  are  in  the  national  and  public  inter¬ 
est.'  The  Commission  requires  this  infor¬ 
mation  in  support  of  its  continuing  en¬ 
deavor  to  develop  curtailment  plans  for 
interstate  pipelines  and  their  customers 
that  are  required  and  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  to  determine  both  in  specific 
cases  and  on  a  general  basis  how  to  mini¬ 
mize  the  harmful  impact  that  the  gas 
supply  deficiency  may  have  on  the  vari¬ 
ous  sectors  of  the  nation’s  industrial 
complex. 

Hence,  both  this  Commission  and  the 
FEA  require  this  information  in  order  to 
fulfill  the  important  statutory  obliga¬ 
tions  with  which  they  are  charged.  The 
information  as  required  by  Form  No.  69 
must  be  provided  on  a  continuing  and 
routine  basis  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
natural  gas  supply  situation  requires 
continual  revision  of  curtailment  fore¬ 
casts  by  interstate  pipeline  companies  to 
their  customers.  The  information  con¬ 
cerning  what  alternate  fuels,  if  any,  can 
be  substituted  for  the  natural  gas  sup¬ 
plies  that  will  be  or  are  being  curtailed 
by  interstate  pipelines  relative  to  service 
to  their  direct  end-use  customers  is  a 
matter  required  to  assist  the  Commission 
in  formulating  its  over-all  curtailment 
policy  as  well  as  specific  curtailment 
plans  for  individual  interstate  pipeline 
companies. 

Nine  responses  to  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  have  been  received. 
Four  of  the  responses  oppose  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  Form  No.  69  and  request  that  the 
Commission  '  terminate  the  instant 
proceeding.*  The  National  Associa- 


■  “FPC  v.  Louisiana  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany,"  406  US.  621  (1872) . 

•  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Gas) ,  Interstate  Natural  Gas  Associa¬ 
tion  of  America  (INGAA)  and  Iowa-Illlnois 
Gaa  and  Electric  Company  oppose  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  Form  No.  68.  Phelps  Dodge  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Phelps  Dodge)  also  Indicated  opposi¬ 
tion  to  this  form. 


tion  of  Regulatory  Utility  Commissioners 
(NARUC)  Indicated  in  its  response  that 
it  strongly  favors  the  promulgation  of 
this  form  and  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  stated  that  it  does  not  oppose  the 
adoption  of  Form  No.  69.  Mountain  Fuel 
Supply  Company  filed  late  comments 
favorable  to  the  coordinated  efforts  en¬ 
visaged  by  the  promulgation  of  Form 
No.  69.* 

The  Commission  does  not  concur  in 
the  statements  of  Texas  Gas,  INGAA, 
and  Iowa-Hlinois  that  the  FEA  should 
proceed  alone  under  its  statutory  pre¬ 
rogatives  and  obtain  the  data  directly 
from  the  end-use  customers  of  natural 
gas  pipeline  companies.  Form  No.  69  rep¬ 
resents  only  part  of  a  coordinated  effort 
undertaken  by  this  Commission  and  the 
FEA  to  acquire  essential  data  on  a  mo¬ 
tional  basis  which  is  required  by  both 
agencies  in  fulfilling  their  statutory 
obligations. 

The  collection  of  data  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  through  Form  69,  is  directed 
only  to  those  areas  within  this  Commis¬ 
sion’s  sphere  of  jurisdiction  and  relates 
to  the  acquisition  of  information  needed 
by  it  in  these  critical  times  of  natural 
gas  shortage.  The  FEA  will  collect  com¬ 
plementary  information  from  suppliers 
of  gas  not  subject  to  this  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  regarding  the  gas  uses  and 
requirements  of  their  end-use  customers. 
The  coordinated  effort  by  the  FPC  and 
FEA  is  intended  to  avert  duplication  of 
effort  and  lighten  the  reporting  burden 
of  the  companies  involved,  and  yet  as¬ 
sure  each  agency  of  obtaining  informa¬ 
tion  necessary  to  its  respective  functions. 

Iowa-Illinois  and  INGAA  contend  that 
pipeline  suppliers  of  natural  gas  do  not 
have  access  to  certain  information  con¬ 
cerning  end-use  customers  called  for  by 
Form  No.  69  with  respect  to  alternate 
fuels,  SIC  designations,  and  workdays 
lost  as  a  result  of  natural  gas  curtail¬ 
ments.  The  Commission  is  cognizant  of 
the  fact  that  jurisdictional  pipelines 
might  not  be  intimately  acquainted  with 
every  aspect  of  the  operations  of  their 
direct  sales  customers.  However,  those 
pipelines  have  a  close  working  relation¬ 
ship  with  this  type  of  customer.  Since  the 
imposition  of  curtailments  by  this  Com¬ 
mission,  natural  gas  pipelines  have  been 
required  on  numerous  occasions  to  pro¬ 
vide  many  different  types  of  data  neces¬ 
sary  for  Commission  decisions  relative  to 
the  problems  associated  with  the  natural 
gas  shortage,  including  the  imposition  of 
curtailment  plans.  Unfortunately,  the 
critical  natural  gas  shortage  makes  it 
necessary  for  the  collection  of  this  data 


4  Late  comments  were  also  received  from 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.  asking  that  only 
semi-annual  reports  be  filed  45-60  days  after 
the  end  of  the  quarter,  aggregated  reporting 
by  state,  and  elimination  of  the  worker-days 
lost  Information  requirement  and  Public 
Service  Electric  and  Gas  Co.  In  New  Jersey 
stating  the  Information  sought  Is  too  volumi¬ 
nous.  Our  Instructions  however  make  clear 
that  the  data  Is  to  be  furnished  on  all  Sched¬ 
ules  only  for  those  customers  that  were  or 
are  to  be  curtailed.  This  should  reduce  the 
volume  of  data  to  be  reported. 


as  expeditiously  as  possible.  The  Com¬ 
mission  must  therefore  require  that  those 
natural  gas  pipeline  companies  subject 
to  its  jurisdiction  undertake  to  collect 
from  their  end-use  customers  the  infor¬ 
mation  called  for  in  Form  No.  69.  It 
seems  obvious  that  in  the  event  a  pipeline 
supplier  does  not  have  available  in  its 
own  files  information  required  by  Form 
No.  69,  that  such  information  would  be 
readily  accessible  upon  communication 
with  its  direct  end-use  customer. 

Iowa-Illinois  and  INGAA  contend  that 
they  might  have  difficulty  in  certifying 
to  the  truth  and  accuracy  of  some  of  the 
information  obtained  from  their  direct 
end-use  customers.  However,  the  certifi¬ 
cation  goes  only  to  the  best  knowledge  of 
the  certifier.  The  Instructions  now  in¬ 
clude  the  statement  that  respondents  are 
expected  to  use  reasonable  care  in  assur¬ 
ing  the  completeness  and  accuracy  of  the 
data  supplied  by  the  end-use  customers, 
but  respondents  are  not  required  to  con¬ 
duct  an  independent  investigation  of  the 
data  so  supplied.  We  do  not  believe  the 
certification  places  an  unfair  burden 
upon  the  jurisdictional  companies. 

In  the  Notice  we  requested  comments 
“on  the  question  of  whether  the  informa¬ 
tion  obtained  on  Form  No.  69  could  be 
provided  to  the  FEA  and  other  Federal  or 
state  agencies,  or  placed  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  public  files  in  aggregate  or  dis¬ 
aggregate  form  without  breaching  any 
right  to  confidentiality  which  respond¬ 
ents  might  claim  with  respect  to  the  in¬ 
formation  set  out  in  their  report." 

The  only  comments  tendered  register¬ 
ing  opposition  to  any  distribution  of  the 
information  obtained  from  Form  No.  69 
where  in  the  responses  submitted  by 
Texas  Gas  and  Phelps  Dodge.  Phelp6 
Dodge  contends  that  it  considers  its  fuel 
usages  to  be  confidential.  Texas  Gas  is  of 
the  opinion  that  some  of  the  data  solici¬ 
ted  might  be  competitive  Information 
which  should  not  be  made  public.  It  urges 
that  such  information  should  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  or  FEA  on  a  confi¬ 
dential  basis.  It  contends  that  the  direct 
customers  may  see  fit  to  release  this  in¬ 
formation  to  other  agencies  but  stresses 
that  this  is  not  within  this  Commission’s 
purview. 

El  Paso  notes  that  it  has  no  objection 
to  the  release  of  the  data  to  be  collected 
on  Form  No.  69.  El  Paso  further  notes 
that  it  has  contacted  its  major  direct 
customers  and  that  such  customers  have 
advised  it  that  they  do  not  regard  this 
data  as  being  confidential.  It  does  cau¬ 
tion  however  that  one  or  more  of  its 
other  direct  customers  may  desire  that 
this  information  be  kept  confidential.6 

The  comments  received  on  this  issue 
do  not  demonstrate  that  the  dissemina¬ 
tion  of  data  from  Form  No.  69  by  this 


•  Mountain  Fuel  in  its  untimely  comments 
states  that  Industrial  customers  often  have 
confidential  processes  and  strongly  urges  the 
Commission  to  limit  access  to  specific  com¬ 
pany  reports  to  Federal  and  State  agenoies 
exhibiting  specific  need  for  the  information 
and  that  such  information  be  made  public 
only  after  the  adoption  of  measures  that 
would  protect  the  identity  of  the  specific 
company  involved. 
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Commission  to  the  FEA.  or  other  Federal 
and  state  agencies,  or  the  public  would 
be  necessarily  detrimental  to  private  in-  • 
tercets.  No  response  has  been  received 
directly  from  any  person,  except  Phelps 
Dodge,  claiming  a  need  to  maintain  the 
information  confidential. 

The  FEA  is  authorized  by  law  to  obtain 
this  Information  in  its  own  right.  And, 
as  the  Commission  has  previously  found 
with  respect  to  other  information  gather¬ 
ing  programs  necessary  to  alleviate  or 
mitigate  the  effects  of  the  gas  shortage, 
such  data  should  be  available  not  only  to 
all  other  governmental  agencies  but  the 
public  as  well  since  the  value  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  of  this  information  far  outweighs  any 
demonstrated  pecuniary  interest  in  con¬ 
fidentiality.'  Just  as  with  energy  supplies, 
there  Is  a  great  public  interest  in  the  po¬ 
tential  alternative  energy  requirements 
of  this  nation’s  Industries.  Our  oomments 
in  Opinion  No.  687-A  are  similarly  ap¬ 
plicable  here : 

•  •  •  In  Opinion  No.  BS7  we  explained  that 
we  could  not  guarantee  the  confidentiality  of 
the  data  as  against  Congressional  demands 
and  stated  our  opinion  that  the  data  should 
be  placed  in  the  public  file  where  it  would 
be  available  to  the  natural  gaa  Industry  and 
to  Federal  and  State  agencies,  as  weU  as  the 
general  public.  We  now  take  notice  that  at 
the  present  time  because  of  the  gas  shortage 
and  energy  crises  there  Is  great  public  inter¬ 
est  In  the  potential  energy  supplies  of  the 
United  States,  who  owns  them  and  what  use 
Is  being  made  of  them.  Without  this  knowl¬ 
edge  the  public  would  be  unable  to  appraise 
and  react  Intelligently  towards  the  actions 
of  government  agencies  having  a  responsibil¬ 
ity  In  the  field  of  energy.  Including  this  Com¬ 
mission.  In  our  opinion  the  public,  which  Is 
asked  to  curtail  the  use  of  energy  and  to  pay 
at  a  higher  rate  for  smaller  supplies,  has  the 
right  and  need  to  know  who  Is  or  is  not 
responsible  for  the  present  situation  so  that 
It  may  understand  and  Judge  the  measures 
which  This  Commission  and  other  govern¬ 
ment  agencies  are  taking  to  alleviate  the  sit¬ 
uation.  8uch  knowledge,  In  our  opinion,  will 
be  directly  contributory  to  the  effectiveness 
of  regulatory  steps  taken  by  this  Commlslon 
within  Its  statutory  responsibilities.' 

The  information  collected  on  Form  No. 
69  can  in  any  event  be  made  public  by 
staff  where  relevant  in  any  litigated  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  when  relevant  may  be  made 
available  upon  request  to  any  party  to  a 
proceeding.'  Consequently,  the  Informa¬ 
tion  gathered  on  Form  No.  69  will  be 

•Investigation  Of  Rates  Charged  For  Non- 
Jurlsdictional  Bales  Of  Natural  Oas  By  Nat¬ 
ural  Oas  Companies  Subject  To  The  Juris¬ 
diction  Of  The  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Order  No.  621,  Order  Establishing  Data  Col¬ 
lection  System  To  Investigate  Rates  Charged 
For  Nonjurlsdlctlonal  Sales  of  Natural  Oas 
By  Natural  Gas  Companies  Subject  To  The 
Jurisdiction  Of  The  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  issued  January  9, 1976,  p.  6,  citing  “F.P.C 
v.  Schrelber.”  881  UJ3.  279,  298  (1965)  and 
Opinion  And  Order  Requiring  Production  Of 
Oas  Reserve  Data,  Opinion  No.  687,  Docket 
No.  R— 405-A, — FJP.C. — (Issued  February  4, 
1974) ,  as  amended.  Opinion  And  Order  Deny¬ 
ing  Rehearing,  Opinion  No.  687-A  Docket  No. 
R— 406-A, — F.P.C. — (Issued  April  8,  1974). 

'  See  note  6,  above,  mlmeo,  pp.  1-2. 

■  See  18  CFR  2.72,  Availability  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Acquired  by  Staff  Investigation,  Docket 
No.  RM74-24,  Order  No.  609-B.  Issued  August 
23, 1974. 


routinely  provided  the  FEA  for  use  in  its 
activities  and  placed  in  the  public  file 
for  use  by  other  governmental  agencies 
and  the  public. 

In  its  comments,  Texas  Gas  also  con¬ 
tends  that  the  base  period  chosen  may 
not  be  representative  in  that  many  of 
the  pipelines  were  actually  in  curtail¬ 
ment  at  that  time.  The  Commission 
recognizes  this  fact  and  did  not  intend 
that  it  serve  as  a  limit  upon  the  require¬ 
ments  of  direct  end-use  customers,  as  is 
normally  the  case  under  the  curtailment 
plans  being  implemented  by  jurisdic¬ 
tional  pipeline  companies.  The  base 
period  prescribed  is  intended  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  general  analysis  and  to  provide 
some  insight  into  the  impact  the  in¬ 
creased  incremental  curtailment  may 
have  on  alternate  fuel  requirements. 

Although  Form  No.  69  as  promulgated 
herein  Is  not  similar  in  appearance  to  the 
proposed  Form  No.  69  attached  to  our 
Notice  of  rulemaking  issued  on  May  12, 
1975,  the  change  in  appearance  does  not 
substantively  change  the  form  as  it  was 
initially  noticed.  The  data  and  informa¬ 
tion  requested  remains  the  same.  The 
change  in  the  lay-out  of  the  form  and 
the  expanded  instructions  were  coordi¬ 
nated  with  FEA  and  will  make  it  com¬ 
patible  with  automatic  data  processing 
and  is  intended  to  ease  the  task  of  pro¬ 
viding  the  information  requested. 

In  our  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
we  called  for  a  return  of  the  form  to  the 
Commission  by  August  15,  1975.  How¬ 
ever,  in  the  light  of  the  national  natural 
gas  curtailments  anticipated  this  win¬ 
ter,  we  feel  compelled  to  shorten  the  re¬ 
turn  date  of  the  initial  submission  of  this 
form  to  August  1,  1975,  in  order  to  en¬ 
sure  analysis  of  the  data  in  a  timely 
manner  and  to  enable  early  reports  on 
the  alternative  fuels  required  due  to  gas 
curtailments  this  winter.  The  subsequent 
quarterly  reports  will  be  due  thirty  days 
after  the  end  of  the  quarter. 

The  Commission  has  reviewed  all  of 
the  other  comments  submitted  by  the 
respondents  who  opposed  our  adoption 
of  Form  No.  69  and  finds  that  they  are 
without  merit  and  should  be  denied. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  The  notice 
and  opportunity  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding  through  the  submission  in 
writing  of  data,  views,  comments,  and 
suggestions  in  the  manner  described 
above  and  by  participation  in  the  public 
meeting  heretofore  described  are  con¬ 
sistent  and  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedural  requirements  In  5  U.S.C.  553. 

(2)  FPC  Report  Form  No.  69  relating 
to  the  alternate  fuel  demand  of  direct 
end-use  customers  of  Interstate  pipeline 
companies  due  to  natural  gas  curtail¬ 
ments  as  set  forth  in  Appendix  A  hereto 
is  necessary  and  appropriate  In  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

(3)  FPC  Report  Form  No.  69  herein 
promulgated  will  provide  the  Commis¬ 
sion  periodically  with  Information  show¬ 
ing  what  alternate  fuel.  If  any,  can  be 
substituted  for  the  natural  gas  supplies 
that  are  presently  being  curtailed  or  will 
be  curtailed  by  Interstate  pipeline  com¬ 


panies  relative  to  the  service  rendered 
to  their  direct  end-use  customers. 

The  Commission  suiting  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as 
amended,  particularly  sections  4,  5,  7,  8. 
10,  14,  15  and  16  thereof  (52  Stat.  822, 
823,  824,  825,  826,  828,  829,  830;  56  Stat. 
83,  84;  61  Stat.  459,  76  Stat.  72;  15  U.S.C. 
717c,  717d,  717f,  717g,  717,1,  717m. 
717n,  7170),  orders: 

(A)  Section  3.170  of  Part  3,  Organiza¬ 
tion;  operation;  Information  and  re¬ 
quests;  miscellaneous  charges;  ethical 
standards.  Subchapter  A,  General  Rules. 
Chapter  I,  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  is  revised,  effective  as 
of  the  date  of  the  issuance  of  this  order, 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.170  Approved  Forms,  etc. : 

(a)  The  following  Is  a  list  of  approved 
forms,  statements,  and  reports,  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  descriptions  of 
which  have  been  published  In  Subchapter 
G,  Parts  250  and  260  of  tills  chapter. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(28)  Form  No.  69  report  of  alternate 
fuel  demand  due  to  natural  gas  curtail¬ 
ments  5  260.15  of  this  chapter. 

***** 

(B)  The  Commission’s  regulations. 
Part  260,  Statements  and  •  Reports 
(Schedules) ,  in  Subchapter  G,  Approved 
Forms,  Natural  Gas  Act,  Chapter  I,  Title 
18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is 
revised,  effective  as  of  the  date  of  the 
issuance  of  this  order,  by  adding  a  new 
§  260.15,  prescribing  a  new  FPC  Form  No. 
69,  Report  of  Alternate  Fuel  Demand  Due 
to  Natural  Gas  Curtailments,  in  the  form 
set  out  in  Appendix  A  hereto.  New 
§  260.15  will  read: 

§  260.15  Form  No.  69  Report  of  Al¬ 
ternate  Fuel  Demand  Due  to  Natural 
Gas  Curtailments. 

(a)  The  form  Alternate  Fuel  Demand 
Due  to  Natural  Gas  Curtailments  desig¬ 
nated  as  FPC  Form  No.  69  Is  prescribed. 

(b)  Each  natural  gas  company  making 
direct  sales  in  interstate  commerce  of 
natural  gas  (Including  SNG  and  LNG)  to 
customers  consuming  such  gas  shall  pre¬ 
pare  and  file  with  the  Commission  an 
original  and  four  copies  of  Report  of 
Alternate  Fuel  Demand  Due  to  Natural 
Gas  Curtailments.  FPC  Form  No.  69  on 
or  before  August  1,  1975,  for  the  actual 
annual  period  from  April  1,  1974,  to 
March  31,  1975,  and  for  the  quarterly 
period  ending  June  30th  and  thereafter 
on  a  quarterly  basis  on  or  before  April 
30th,  July  30th,  October  30th,  and  Janu¬ 
ary  30th  of  each  year. 

(C)  FPC  Report  Form  No.  69,  Relating 
to  the  alternate  fuel  demand  of  direct 
end-use  customers  of  interstate  pipeline 
companies  due  to  natural  gas  curtail¬ 
ments,  is  adopted  in  the  form  set  forth jn 
Appendix  A  hereto.* 

(D)  The  proceeding  in  the  instant 
docket,  noticed  on  May  12,  1975,  is 
concluded. 

•Appendices  A,  B,  and  C  filed  as  part  ef 
the  original  document. 
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(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

I  seal  1  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17064  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

Title  20 — Employees’  Benefits 

CHAPTER  III — SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

(Regs.  No.  1,22] 

PART  401— DISCLOSURE  OF  RECORDS 
AND  OFFICIAL  INFORMATION 

PART  422 — ORGANIZATION  AND 
PROCEDURES 

Subpart  E — Availability  of  Information  and 
Records  to  the  Public 

Policies  on  Protecting  Confidentiality 
of  Records  and  Availability  of  Infor¬ 
mation  to  the  Public 

On  April  23,  1975,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  17849)  a 
Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  and  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  Regulations  No.  1 
and  22  of  the  Social  Security  Admin¬ 
istration. 

The  proposed  amendments  provided 
that  the  only  information  in  the  rec¬ 
ords  of  the  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion  that  will  be  protected  from  dis¬ 
closure  by  Regulation  No.  1  is  informa¬ 
tion  relating  to  individuals.  At  present, 
the  language  of  Regulation  No,  1  pro¬ 
tects  from  disclosure  all  information,  in¬ 
cluding  information  which  does  not  re¬ 
late  to  individuals,  obtained  by  the  De¬ 
partment  which  relates  to  or  is  used  in 
the  Social  Security  Administration  pro¬ 
grams,  except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
the  regulation. 

The  proposed  amendments  also  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  question  of  whether  other 
information  not  protected  by  Regulation 
No.  1  can  be  made  available  to  the  public 
will  be  governed  by  the  regulations  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  on  availability  of  information 
to  the  public,  pursuant  to  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (45  CFR  Part  5)  and 
Subpart  E  of  20  CFR  Part  422  of  this 
Chapter  (Social  Security  Administration 
Regulations  No.  22).  This  information 
would  thus  be  available  to  the  public  un¬ 
less  exempted  from  disclosure  by  that 
law  and  these  implementing  regulations. 

There  are  now  22  exceptions  to  the 
prohibition  against  disclosure  in  Regu¬ 
lation  No.  1.  The  proposed  amendments 
would  have  deleted  three  of  these  excep¬ 
tions  since  they  cover  information  that 
does  not  relate  to  individuals.  Since  two 
of  the  three  exceptions  do  not  cover  any 
individual  information,  there  is  no  need 
to  list  them  as  exceptions.  These  excep¬ 
tions  proposed  for  deletion  are  found  in 
paragraphs  (o)  and  (t)  of  §  401.3  of  Reg¬ 
ulation  No.  1.  These  paragraphs  cover 
the  disclosure  of  information  relating  to 
agreements  and  modifications  of  agree¬ 
ments  for  the  coverage  of  State  and  local 
employees  entered  into  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  218  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and 


disclosure  of  information  relating  to  pay¬ 
ments  to  providers  furnishing  services 
under  title  XV ill  of  the  Social  Security 
Act.  This  information  will  remain  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public  even  though  regula¬ 
tions  may  no  longer  specifically  so  state. 
For  the  reason  given  below,  the  third  ex¬ 
ception,  paragraph  (k)  of  §  401.3  of  Reg¬ 
ulation  No.  1,  is  being  retained. 

Subpart  E  of  Regulations  No.  22  gov¬ 
erns  the  availability  of  information  to  the 
public.  The  proposed  amendments  to 
Subpart  E  provide  for  disclosure  to  the 
public  of  Medicare  survey  reports  and 
cost  reports  submitted  by  title  XVTII 
providers  and  for  disclosure  of  informa¬ 
tion  about  charges  made  by  providers  to 
State  agencies  for  administration  of 
titles  V  and  XIX  grants-in-aid  programs 
and  to  the  Department  of  the  Army  for 
the  administration  of  its  Civilian  Health 
and  Medical  Program  of  the  Uniformed 
Services. 

Interested  persons  were  given  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  within  30  days,  com¬ 
ments,  views,  or  arguments  with  regard 
to  the  proposed  amendments.  Comments 
w'ere  received  from  a  variety  of  sources 
including  representatives  of  national, 
state,  and  local  organizations.  The  com¬ 
ments  received  are  discussed  below.  Some 
writers  approved  the  changes.  Most  ob¬ 
jections  concerned  records  dealing  with 
the  Medicare  program. 

Several  writers  objected  generally  to 
the  proposal  to  limit  the  scope  of  pro¬ 
tection  of  privacy  afforded  by  Regula¬ 
tion  No.  1.  It  was  suggested  that  protec¬ 
tion  continue  to  be  extended  to  persons, 
both  natural  and  legal,  rather  than  sim¬ 
ply  natural  persons.  To  adopt  this  sug¬ 
gestion  would  effectively  rescind  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making.  A  major  purpose  of 
the  proposal  was  to  remove  the  blanket 
of  protection  now  extended  to  other  than 
natural  persons.  This  broad  protection  is 
in  basic  conflict  with  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act.  It  should  be  emphasized 
that  all  records  pertaining  to  corpora¬ 
tions  and  other  artificial  persons  will  not 
automatically  become  available  for  public 
inspection;  however,  whether  a  specific 
record  will  be  made  available  will  depend 
upon  whether  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act  will  permit  the  Social  Security 
Administration  to  refuse  to  make  the 
document  available. 

Another  comment  supported  the  pro¬ 
posed  revisions  but  suggested  they  did 
not  go  far  enough  in  that  official  reports 
and  other  formal  evaluations  dealing 
with  physicians  and  other  practitioners 
should  be  subject  to  disclosure.  It  is  not 
certain  what  reports  and  evaluations  the 
writer  had  in  mind  beyond  those  made 
available  by  §  401.3(v),  as  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Administration  has  no  regular 
procedure  for  reporting  upon  and  evalu¬ 
ating  physicians.  Even  if  such  reports 
existed,  it  is  questionable  whether  the 
Privacy  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552a)  would  per¬ 
mit  their  disclosure  without  the  consent 
of  the  individual  concerned  when  the 
pertinent  provisions  of  that  act  go  into 
effect  on  September  27, 1975. 

Several  protested  the  release  of  Joint 
Commission  on  Accreditation  of  Hospi¬ 
tals  (JCAH)  survey  reports.  Such  reports 


have  not  been  released  and  release  of 
such  reports  is  not  a  matter  of  adminis¬ 
trative  discretion.  A  specific  statute  (sec¬ 
tion  1865(a)(2)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act)  requires  that  JCAH  survey  reports 
in  the  possession  of  the  Social  Security 
Administration  be  kept  confidential. 
However,  other  JCAH  documents  are  not 
within  the  scope  of  section  1865(a)(2) 
and  would  be  released  under  this 
regulation. 

Concern  was  also  expressed  about  the 
release  of  data  and  information  obtained 
by  professional  standards  review  organi¬ 
zations  (PSRO).  The  confidentiality  of 
PSRO  data  is  outside  the  scope  of  the 
proposal.  It  will  be  the  subject  of  a  sepa¬ 
rate  regulation  which  will  deal  specifi¬ 
cally  with  that  subject. 

Objections  were  lodged  to  provisions  of 
If  401J(V>(2)  and  422.435(b)  (2)  which 
permit  the  disclosure  of  names  of  physi¬ 
cians  and  providers  of  services  who  have 
been  found  by  a  Medicare  carrier  or  in¬ 
termediary  to  have  been  furnishing  serv¬ 
ices  substantially  in  excess  of  medical 
needs.  The  writer  recognized  this  as 
simply  a  restatement  of  existing  regula¬ 
tion,  but  suggested  there  was  a  lack  of 
assurance  of  due  process.  Due  process  is 
observed  because  both  existing  and  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  provide  that  the  car¬ 
rier  or  intermediary  may  act  only  after 
consultation  with  the  appropriate  peer 
group  and  only  after  the  physician  or 
provider  has  been  given  an  opportunity 
to  offer  evidence  in  his  behalf. 

It  was  noted  that  §§  401.3  (u)  and 
422.434  seemed  duplicative  as  both  dealt 
with  disclosure  of  essentially  the  same 
information  and  further  that  §  422.434 
seemed  misplaced  as  Part  422  deals  with 
disclosure  to  the  public  but  §  422.434  per¬ 
mitted  release  only  to  certain  Federal 
and  State  agencies.  Concededly,  there  is 
an  appearance  of  duplication;  however, 
§  401. 3(u)  was  intended  to  deal  with  in¬ 
dividuals  (e.g.,  physicians)  while  §  422.- 
434  is  Intended  to  deal  with  legal  entities 
(e.g.,  hospitals;  “physicians”  is  included 
in  this  section  to  deal  with  those  who 
have  formed  professional  associations 
and  whose  precise  status  as  a  natural  or 
legal  person  is  open  to  question) . 

One  writer  noted  that  §§  422.430 
(b)(19)  and  422.433  (a),  (b),  and  (c) 
provide  for  disclosure  of  certain  reports 
regarding  institutions  and  facilities  to¬ 
gether  with  any  “pertinent”  written 
statements  furnished  by  the  institution 
or  facility  on  the  report,  but  that  no 
criteria  defining  “pertinent”  were  set  out. 
It  was  suggested  that  the  institution  or 
facility  should  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  select  what  it  considers  pertinent 
statements.  As  a  matter  of  practice,  all 
statements  furnished  by  the  institution 
or  facility  are  released.  Thus,  it  follows 
that  “pertinent”  is  whatever  the  institu¬ 
tion  chooses  to  so  consider. 

In  the  same  vein,  two  writers  sug¬ 
gested  that  deficiency  reports  were  often 
poorly  drafted  or  contained  errors,  and 
that  such  reports  be  edited  before  release 
to  include  only  those  deficiencies  ulti¬ 
mately  found  to  be  valid.  It  is  extremely 
doubtful  that  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act  will  permit  such  editing;  the 
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complete  report  must  be  released.  How¬ 
ever,  the  writter  may  hare  overlooked 
the  fact  that  written  comments  made 
by  the  institution  on  the  report  are  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  material  released  to  the 
public.  It  is  assumed  that  the  institution 
would  comment  upon  any  errors  it  con¬ 
siders  serious. 

The  remainder  of  the  comments  con¬ 
cerned  release  of  Medicare  cost  reports. 
Most  writers  either  objected  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  or  sought  to  place  restrictions  upon 
the  conditions  under  which  the  reports 
would  be  released.  Arguments  made 
against  release  of  reports  were:  “the  re¬ 
ports  were  complex  and  beyond  the  full 
understanding  of  the  general  public  *  *  * 
their  release  will  lead  to  much  confusion, 
misunderstanding,  and  will  not  serve  any 
meaningful  or  productive  purpose.”  “A 
violation  of  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act.”  “Cause  irreparable  harm  to  the 
health  care  industry  from  such  situa¬ 
tions  as  disclosure  to  labor  unions,  con¬ 
sumer  groups,  and  others  who  can  use 
the  information  to  virtually  destroy  these 
facilities.”  “It  does  not  concern  the  pub¬ 
lic.  It  can  be  used  only  by  a  competitor.” 
“Many  are  privately  owned  and  their 
owners  have  a  right  to  privacy.”  “Dis¬ 
criminatory  in  that  it  does  not  apply  to 
all  providers  of  services  among  whom  are 
physicians  and  others." 

The  argument  that  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  prohibits  disclosure  is  in¬ 
correct  as  the  gist  of  that  Act  is  to  direct 
disclosure.  The  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  would  seem  to  require  that  these  rec¬ 
ords  be  made  available,  except  that  they 
may  be  withheld  to  the  extent  that  they 
contain  commercial  or  financial  informa¬ 
tion  which  is  privileged  or  confidential. 
However,  the  Social  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  concluded  that  it  is  not  in  the 
public  interest  to  withhold  the  reports 
from  the  public.  The  reimbursement  of 
provider  costs,  the  amount  of  which  is 
determined  through  analysis  of  cost  re¬ 
port  data,  is  a  public  business,  and,  as 
such,  the  records  involved  in  the  process 
of  implementing  this  part  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  should  be  public  records.  Providers 
participating  in  Medicare  and  submitting 
such  reports  received  a  total  of  $6,821,- 
463,000  for  fiscal  year  1973.  An  expendi¬ 
ture  of  public  funds  of  this  magnitude 
carries  with  it  a  corollary  that  the  public 
assure  itself  the  funds  are  properly  paid. 

Disclosure  of  cost  reports  of  institu¬ 
tional  providers  of  services  but  not  about 
individual  providers  of  services  is  not 
discriminatory  as  these  two  classes  of 
providers  do  not  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  under  the  same  circumstances.  Par¬ 
ticipating  providers  of  services  under 
Part  A  (Hospital  Insurance  Benefits)  of 
Medicare  sign  a  formal  agreement  and 
agree  to  reimbursement  under  the  terms 
of  the  agreement.  It  is  the  reports  they 
submit  to  justify  reimbursement  which 
are  the  subject  of  disclosure.  Physicians 
and  suppliers  of  services  under  Part  B 
(Supplementary  Medical  Insurance 
Benefits)  have  no  such  agreement  and 
submit  no  comparable  cost  reports. 

The  writer  who  alleged  that  disclosure 
would  cause  Irreparable  harm  to  the 
health  care  industry  offered  no  evidence 
in  support  of  this  assertion.  The  Social 
Security  Administration  knows  of  no 
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evidence  and  does  not  accept  the  asser¬ 
tion  that  labor  unions  and  consumer 
groups  are  seeking  to  destroy  the  hospi¬ 
tals  of  the  United  States. 

Several  types  of  limitations  suggested 
by  commenters  were:  release  only  to 
those  who  have  a  legitimate  and  benefi¬ 
cial  use,  and  do  not  release  to  compet¬ 
itors.  These  limitations  are  inconsistent 
with  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act.  An 
agency  generally  has  no  authority  to  in¬ 
quire  why  a  member  of  the  public  wishes 
a  particular  record. 

Inquiries  were  made  as  to  whether  the 
Secretary  will  continue  to  give  10  days 
advance  notice  prior  to  release,  as  was 
stipulated  in  the  case  of  American  Hos¬ 
pital  Association  v.  Caspar  W.  Wein¬ 
berger,  Civil  Action  No.  74-727  in  the 
U.S.  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  10  day  notice  will  be  giv¬ 
en  as  long  as  the  stipulation  remains  in 
effect.  However,  this  is  a  separate  issue, 
and  the  final  regulations  do  not  reflect 
this  agreement. 

It  was  suggested  that  reports  prepared 
prior  to  May  1,  1974,  not  be  released 
until  90  days  after  this  regulation  goes 
into  effect.  (On  that  date  the  Secretary 
made  generally  known  his  proposal  to 
release  the  reports.)  It  is  not  perceived 
that  any  useful  purpose  would  be  served 
by  such  proposal.  Providers  who  wish  to 
comment  upon  their  reports  will  be  noti¬ 
fied  under  the  10-day  stipulation  that 
their  report  has  been  sought,  and  they 
can  address  their  comments  directly  to 
the  requester. 

Finally,  it  was  suggested  that  the  pro¬ 
vider  be  given  the  option  of  preparing  an 
abstract  of  the  complete  cost  report  and 
that  this  abstract  be  released  to  the 
public.  The  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion  considers  this  contradictory  to  the 
basic  purpose  underlying  the  provision. 
It  would  enable  the  provider  to  conceal 
from  the  public  any  information  it  chose. 

It  was  proposed  to  revoke  section  (k) , 
which  deals  with  disclosure  of  statistical 
data.  However,  this  section  also  author¬ 
izes  disclosure  of  certain  individually 
identifiable  information  to  other  Federal 
agencies  for  use  in  statistical  and  plan¬ 
ning  work  only.  Since  revocation  would 
rescind  this  authority,  the  section  will 
not  be  revoked  at  this  time.  It  will  be 
rewritten  at  a  later  date  to  distinguish 
between  personal  and  nonpersonal  infor¬ 
mation. 

Accordingly,  the  amendments  are 
adopted  with  minor  editorial  changes. 

(Secs.  205,  1102,  and  1106  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act,  53  Stat.  1368,  as  amended,  49 
Stat.  647,  as  amended,  53  Stat.  1398,  as 
amended;  42  U.S.C.  405,  1302,  and  1306.) 

Effective  date.  These  amendments 
shall  be  effective  July  31,  1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  13.800-13.807,  Social  Security  Pro¬ 
grams.) 

Dated:  June  11, 1975. 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 
Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  June  20, 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education . 
and  Welfare. 


276-19 

'  Parts  401  and  422  of  Chapter  HI  of 
Title  20  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  are  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

1.  Section  401.1  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.1  I*rol  libit  ion  against  disclosure. 

Except  as  hereinafter  authorized  by 
this  part  or  as  otherwise  expressly  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commissioner  of  Social 
Security,  disclosure  shall  not  be  made, 
directly  or  indirectly,  of  (a)  any  return 
or  portion  of  a  return  (including  infor¬ 
mation  returns  or  other  written  state¬ 
ments)  filed  with  the  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Insurance  Contributions  Act 
or  the  Self-Employment  Contributions 
Act  (and  their  predecessors),  or  under 
regulations  made  under  authority 
thereof,  which  has  been  transmitted  to 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  by  the  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue,  or  (b)  information  re¬ 
lating  to  individuals  obtained  at  any  time 
by  or  from  the  Department  or  any  officer 
or  employee  of  the  Department,  or  any 
person,  agency,  or  organization  with 
whom  the  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion  (or  the  pertinent  agency  of  a  State) 
has  entered  into  an  agreement  or  con¬ 
tract  to  perform  certain  functions,  in¬ 
cluding  the  performance  of  medical  ex¬ 
aminations,  in  the  administration  of 
titles  H,  XVI,  and  XVIH  of  the  Social 
Security  Act.  The  release  of  other  infor¬ 
mation  is  governed  by  the  regulations  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  on  availability  of  informa¬ 
tion  to  the  public,  pursuant  to  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Act  (45  CFR  Part  5) , 
and  by  Subpart  E  of  Part  422  of  this 
chapter.  Any  file  or  record  which  would 
be  available  pursuant  to  such  regulations 
but  for  the  inclusion  of  information  not 
disclosable  under  this  part,  will  be  made 
available  with  the  nondisclosable  infor¬ 
mation  omitted. 

2.  Section  401.3  is  amended  by  revising 
the  introductory  material  preceding  par¬ 
agraph  (a)  and  by  revoking  and  reserv¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (o)  and  (t),  and  by 
revising  paragraphs  (u)  and  (v). 

§  401.3  Disclosure  of  information  relat¬ 
ing  to  individuals. 

Disclosure  of  information  relating  to 
individuals  is  hereby  authorized  in  the 
following  cases  and  for  the  following 


purposes : 

•  *  * 

* 

* 

(o)  I Reserved! 

•  *  * 

•  * 

(t)  f Reserved] 

_  *  *  * 

* 

* 

(u)  To  any  officer 

or  employee  of  an 

agency  of  the  Federal  or  a  State  govern¬ 
ment  lawfully  charged  with  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  a  program  receiving  grants- 
in-aid  under  titles  V  and  XIX  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
administration  of  such  titles,  or  to  any 
officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  of 
the  Army,  Department  of  Defense,  solely 
for  the  administration  of  its  Civilian 
Health  and  Medical  Program  of  the  Uni¬ 
formed  Services  (CHAMPUS),  the  fol¬ 
lowing  information,  except  that  the  re- 
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lease  of  such  information  shall  not  be 
authorized  by  a  fiscal  intermediary  or 
carrier: 

(1)  Information,  including  the  identi¬ 
fication  number,  concerning  charges 
made  by  physcians  and  other  individu¬ 
als,  and  amounts  paid  under  title  XVTH 
of  the  Act  for  services  furnished  to  ben¬ 
eficiaries  by  such  physicians  and  other 
individuals  to  enable  the  agency  to  de¬ 
termine  the  proper  amount  of  benefits 
payable  for  medical  services  performed 
in  accordance  with  such  programs:  or 
\  (2)  Information  as  to  physicians  or 
other  individuals  that  has  been  disclosed 
under  paragraph  (i)(l)  or  (q)  of  this 
section. 

(v)  To  the  public:  The  name  of  any 
provider  of  services,  physician,  or  other 
person  furnishing  services  to  benefici¬ 
aries  under  title  XV III  of  the  Act  who — 

(1)  Has  been  found  by  a  Federal  court 
to  have  been  guilty  of  submitting  false 
claims  in  connection  with  title  XVIII;  or 

(2)  Has  been  found  by  a  carrier  or  in¬ 
termediary,  after  consultation  with  a 
professional  medical  association  func¬ 
tioning  external  to  program  administra¬ 
tion  or,  if  appropriate,  the  State  medical 
authority,  to  have  been  engaged  in  a 
pattern  of  furnishing  services  to  such 
beneficiaries  which  are  substantially  in 
excess  of  their  medical  needs;  except  that 
the  name  of  any  such  provider  of  serv¬ 
ices,  physician,  or  other  person  shall  not 
be  disclosed  pursuant  to  a  finding  under 
this  subparagraph  (2),  unless  such  pro¬ 
vider,  physician,  or  other  person,  as  the 
case  may  be,  has  first  been  afforded  a 
reasonable  opportunity  to  offer  evidence 
on  his  behalf. 

•  *  *  *  * 

3.  Section  401.4  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  401.4  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part,  the  term : 

*  *  *  *  * 

(f )  “Individual”  means  only  a  natural 
person. 

4.  Section  422.401  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  422.401  Scope  and  purpose. 

The  regulations  in  this  subpart  relate 
to  the  availability  to  the  public,  pur¬ 
suant  to  5  U.S.C.  552,  of  records  of  the 
Social  Security  Administration  and  its 
components.  They  set  out  what  records 
are  available  and  how  they  may  be  ob¬ 
tained.  These  regulations  do  not  revoke, 
modify,  or  supersede  the  regulations  of 
the  Social  Security  Administration  re¬ 
lating  to  disclosure  of  information  pub¬ 
lished  in  Part  401  of  this  chapter. 
Further,  the  regulations  in  this  subpart 
supplement  the  regulations  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  relating  to  availability  of  infor- 
mation  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552,  codified 
in  45  CFR  5.1  et  seq.,  and  do  not  replace 
or  restrict  them. 

5.  Section  422.402  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  422.402  Record  defined. 

As  used  in  this  subpart,  the  term  “rec¬ 
ord”  has  the  same  meaning  as  that  pro¬ 
vided  in  45  CFR  5.5. 

6.  Section  422.426  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  422.426  Information  or  records  that 
are  not  available. 

(a)  Specific  exemptions  from  dis¬ 
closure.  Pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  certain  classes  of  records  are 
exempt  from  disclosure.  For  some  ex¬ 
amples  of  the  kinds  of  materials  which 
are  exempt,  see  Subpart  F  of  the  public 
information  regulation  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(45  CFR  Part  5)  and  the  appendix  to 
such  regulation. 

***** 

7.  Section  422.430  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (b)  (19)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  422.430  Materials  available  at  district 
offices  and  branch  offices. 

<b)  Materials  available  for  inspection 
and  copying.  The  following  materials  are 
available  or  will  be  made  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  district 
offices  and  branch  offices : 

•  •  *  *  • 

(19)  Statements  of  deficiencies  based 
upon  survey  reports  of  health  care  in¬ 
stitutions  or  facilities  prepared  after 
January  31,  1973,  by  a  State  agency,  and 
such  reports  (including  pertinent  written 
statements  furnished  by  such  institution 
or  facility  on  such  statements  of  de¬ 
ficiencies),  as  set  forth  in  §  422.433(a). 
Such  statements  of  deficiencies,  reports, 
and  pertinent  written  statements  shall 
be  available  or  made  available  only  at 
the  district  office  and  the  regional  office 
servicing  the  area  in  which  the  institu¬ 
tion  or  facility  is  located,  except  that 
such  statements  of  deficiencies  and  per¬ 
tinent  written  statements  shall  also  be 
available  at  the  local  public  assistance 
offices  servicing  such  area. 

***** 

8.  A  new  section  §  422.433  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  422.433  Availability  of  official  reports 
on  providers  of  services.  State  agen¬ 
cies,  intermediaries,  and  carriers 
under  title  XVIII  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act. 

The  following  shall  be  made  available 
to  the  public  under  the  conditions 
specified : 

(a)  Statements  of  deficiencies  and 
survey  reports  on  providers  of  services 
prepared  by  State  agencies.  (1)  State¬ 
ments  of  deficiencies  based  upon  official 
survey  reports  prepared  after  January  31, 
1973,  by  a  State  agency  pursuant  to  its 
agreement  entered  into  under  section 
1864  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  Social  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration,  which  relate  to  such  State  agen¬ 
cy’s  findings  on  the  compliance  of  a 
health  care  institution  or  facility  with 
the  applicable  provisions  in  section  1861 


of  such  Act  and  with  the  regulations,  pro¬ 
mulgated  pursuant  to  such  provisions, 
dealing  with  health  and  safety  of  pa¬ 
tients  in  such  institutions  and  facilities; 
and  (2)  such  State  agency  survey  reports. 
Such  statement  of  deficiencies  or  report 
and  any  pertinent  written  statements 
furnished  by  such  institution  or  facility 
on  such  statement  of  deficiencies  shall  be 
disclosed  within  90  days  following  the 
completion  of  the  survey  by  such  State 
agency,  but  not  to  exceed  30  days  follow¬ 
ing  the  receipt  of  such  report  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministration.  (See  §  422.430(b)  (19)  for 
places  where  statements  of  deficiencies, 
reports,  and  pertinent  written  statements 
shall  be  available.) 

(b)  Social  Security  Administration  re¬ 
ports  on  providers  of  services.  Upon  re¬ 
quest  in  writing,  official  reports  and  other 
formal  evaluations  (including  followup 
reviews) ,  excluding  references  to  internal 
tolerance  rules  and  practices  contained 
therein,  internal  working  papers  or  other 
informal  memoranda,  prepared  by  the 
Social  Security  Administration  and  com¬ 
pleted  after  January  31,  1973,  which  re¬ 
late  to  the  performance  of  providers  of 
services  under  title  XVIII  of  the  Social 
Security  Act:  Provided,  That  no  infor¬ 
mation  identifying  individual  patients, 
physicians,  or  other  practitioners,  or 
other  individuals  shall  be  disclosed  under 
this  paragraph.  Such  reports  and  other 
evaluations  shall  be  disclosed  within  30 
days  following  the  final  preparation 
thereof  by  the  Social  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration  during  which  time  such  provid¬ 
ers  of  services  shall  be  afforded  a  reason¬ 
able  opportunity  to  offer  comments,  and 
there  shall  be  disclosed  with  such  reports 
and  evaluations  any  pertinent  written 
statements  furnished  the  Social  Security 
Administration  by  such  providers  on  such 
reports  and  evaluations. 

(c)  Contractor  performance  review  re¬ 
ports.  Upon  request  in  writing,  official 
contractor  performance  review  reports 
and  other  formal  evaluations  (including 
followup  reviews),  excluding  references 
to  internal  tolerance  rules  and  practices 
contained  therein,  internal  working 
papers  or  other  informal  memoranda, 
prepared  by  the  Social  Security  Admin¬ 
istration  and  completed  after  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1973,  which  relate  to  the  eval¬ 
uation  of  the  performance  of  (1)  in¬ 
termediaries  and  carriers  under  their 
agreements  entered  into  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  1816  and  1842  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act  and  (2)  State  agencies  under 
their  agreements  entered  into  pursuant 
to  section  1864  of  such  Act  (including 
comparative  evaluations  of  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  such  intermediaries,  carriers,  and 
State  agencies).  The  latest  Contract 
Performance  Review  Report  pertaining 
to  a  particular  intermediary  or  carrier, 
prepared  prior  to  February  1,  1973,  may 
also  be  disclosed  to  any  person  upon 
request  in  writing.  Such  reports  and 
evaluations  shall  be  disclosed  within  30 
days  following  the  final  preparation 
thereof  by  the  Social  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration  (or  30  days  following  the  request 
therefor,  in  the  case  of  the  contract 
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performance  review  report  prepared  prior 
to  February  1,  1973),  during  which  time 
such  intermediaries,  carriers,  and  State 
agencies,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  be 
afforded  a  reasonable  opportunity  to  of¬ 
fer  comments,  and  there  shall  be  dis¬ 
closed  with  such  reports  and  evaluations 
any  pertinent  written  statements  furn¬ 
ished  the  Social  Security  Administration 
by  such  intermediaries,  carriers,  or  State 
agencies  on  such  reports  and  evaluations. 

9.  A  new  §  422.434  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  422.434  Relcaae  of  tide  XVIII  infor¬ 
mation  to  State  and  Federal  agencies. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  the  following  infor¬ 
mation  may  be  released  to  an  officer  or 
employee  of  an  agency  of  the  Federal  or 
a  State  government  lawfully  charged 
with  the  administration  of  a  program  re¬ 
ceiving  grants-in-ald  under  title  V  and 
XIX  of  the  Social  Security  Act  for  the 
purpose  of  administration  of  such  titles, 
or  to  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Army,  Department  of  De¬ 
fense,  solely  for  the  administration  of  its 
Civilian  Health  and  Medical  Program  of 
the  Uniformed  Services  (CHAMPUS) : 

(1)  Information,  including  the  identi¬ 
fication  number,  concerning  charges 
made  by  physicians,  other  practitioners, 
or  suppliers,  and  amounts  paid  under 
title  XVin  of  the  Act  for  services  fur¬ 
nished  to  beneficiaries  by  such  physi¬ 
cians,  other  practitioners,  or  suppliers, 
to  enable  the  agency  to  determine  the 
proper  amount  of  benefits  payable  for 
medical  services  performed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  such  programs:  or 

(2)  Information  as  to  physicians  or 
other  practitioners  that  has  been  dis¬ 
closed  under  §  401.3(1)  (1)  or  5  401.3(q) 
of  Part  401  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Information  relating  to  the  qual¬ 
ifications  and  certification  status  of  hos¬ 
pitals  and  other  health  care  facilities 
obtained  in  the  process  of  determining 
whether,  and  certifying  as  to  whether. 
Institutions  or  agencies  meet  or  continue 
to  meet  the  conditions  of  participation 
of  providers  of  services  or  whether  other 
entities  meet  or  continue  to  meet  the 
conditions  for  coverage  of  services  they 
furnish. 

(b)  The  release  of  such  information 
shall  not  be  authorized  by  a  fiscal  inter¬ 
mediary  or  carrier. 

10.  A  new  S  422.435  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  422.435  Release  of  title  XVIII  infor¬ 
mation  to  the  public. 

The  following  shall  be  made  available 
to  the  public  under  the  conditions 
specified: 

(a)  Information  as  to  amounts  paid  to 
providers  and  other  organizations  and 
facilities  for  services  to  beneficiaries  un¬ 
der  title  XVIH  of  the  Act :  Provided,  that 
no  Information  identifying  any  particular 
beneficiaries  shall  be  disclosed  under  this 
paragraph. 

(b)  The  name  of  any  provider  of  serv¬ 
ices  or  other  person  furnishing  serv¬ 
ices  to  beneficiaries  under  title  XVIII  of 
the  Act  who — 


(1)  Has  been  found  by  a  Federal  court 
to  have  been  guilty  of  submitting  false 
claims  in  connection  with  title  XVIH; 
or 

(2)  Has  been  found  by  a  carrier  or 
intermediary,  after  consultation  with  a 
professional  medical  association  func¬ 
tioning  external  to  program  administra¬ 
tion  or,  if  appropriate,  the  State  medical 
authority,  to  have  been  engaged  in  a  pat¬ 
tern  of  furnishing  services  to  such  bene¬ 
ficiaries  which  are  substantially  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  their  medical  needs;  except  that 
the  name  of  any  provider  or  other  person 
shall  not  be  disclosed  pursuant  to  a  find¬ 
ing  under  this  subparagraph  (2),  unless 
such  provider  or  other  person  has  first 
been  afforded  a  reasonable  opportunity 
to  offer  evidence  on  his  behalf. 

(c)  Upon  request  in  writing,  cost  re¬ 
ports  submitted  by  providers  of  services 
pursuant  to  section  1815  of  the  Act  to 
enable  the  Secretary  to  determine 
amounts  due  such  providers. 

[FR  Doc.75-16866  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ANIMAL  DRUGS,  FEEDS,  AND 
RELATED  PRODUCTS 

[Docket  No.  75N-0128] 

PART  510— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS 

PART  558— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  FOR 
USE  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS 

Tylosin 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  a  new  animal  drug  appli¬ 
cation  (98-970 V)  filed  by  the  Rath  Pack¬ 
ing  Co.,  PO  Box  330,  Waterloo,  IA  50704, 
proposing  safe  and  effective  use  of  tylosin 
premix  for  the  manufacture  of  swine 
feed.  The  application  is  approved,  effec¬ 
tive  July  1, 1975. 

The  Commissioner  is  amending  Parts 
510  and  558  (formerly  Parts  135  and 
135e  prior  to  recodiflcation  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  of  March  27,  1975 
(40  FR  13802) )  to  reflect  the  approval  as 
set  forth  below. 

Therefore,  under  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
512(1),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i>>), 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120) ,  Parts  510 
and  558  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  Part  510,  9  510.600  (formerly 
9  135.501)  is  amended  by  alphabetically 
inserting  a  sponsor  listing  in  paragraph 
(c)  (1)  and  numerically  inserting  a  spon¬ 
sor  listing  in  paragraph  (c)  (2),  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  510.600  Names,  addresses,  and  code 
numbers  of  sponsors  of  approved 
applications. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(C)  •  •  • 

(1)  •  •  • 

Firm  name  and  address:  Drug  listing  No. 


•  •  •  •  • 

The  Rath  Packing  Co.,  P.O.  Box  330, 

Waterloo,  IA  60704 _  038260 

•  «  •  •  • 


(2)  •  •  • 

Drug  listing  No.:  Firm  name  and  address 


•  •  •  *  • 

028260 _  The  Rath  Racking  Co,. 

P.O.  Box  330,  Water¬ 
loo,  IA  50704. 

•  *  •  *  • 


2.  In  Part  558,  9  558.625  (formerly 
§  135e.l0)  is  amended  by  adding  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (34)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  558.625  Tylosin. 

♦  *  •  •  • 

(b)  *  *  • 

(34)  To  028260:  0.8  gram  per  pound, 
paragraph  (f)  (1)  (vl)  (a)  of  this  section. 

•  •  »  •  a 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  July  1, 1975. 

(Sec.  512(1),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i) ) 
Dated:  June  25, 1975. 

C.  D.  Van  Houweling, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine. 
[FR  Doc.75-17070  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

(Docket  No.  FI  621] 

PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  the  Iden¬ 
tification  of  communities  with  areas  of 
special  flood/or  mudsllde/or  erosion  haz¬ 
ards  in  accordance  with  Part  1915  of 
Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  as  authorized  by  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128).  The  identification  of  such  areas 
Is  to  provide  guidance  so  that  commu¬ 
nities  may  adopt  appropriate  flood  plain 
management  measures  to  minimize  dam¬ 
age  caused  by  flood  losses  and  to  guide 
future  construction,  where  practicable, 
away  from  locations  which  are  threat¬ 
ened  by  flood  hazards. 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  on  and  after  March  2,  1974,  as  a 
condition  of  receiving  any  form  of  Fed¬ 
eral  or  Federally  related  financial  assist¬ 
ance  for  acquisition  or  construction  pur¬ 
poses  in  an  identified  flood  plain  area 
having  special  flood  hazards  that  is  lo¬ 
cated  within  any  community  currently 
participating  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program. 

Until  July  1,  1975,  the  statutory  re¬ 
quirement  for  the  purchase  of  flood  In¬ 
surance  does  not  apply  until  and  unless 
the  community  enters  the  program  and 
the  special  flood  hazard  areas  have  been 
identified.  However,  on  July  1,  1975,  or 
one  year  after  the  identification  of  the 
community  as  flood  prone,  whichever  is 
later,  the  requirement  will  apply  to  all 
identified  special  flood  hazard  areas 
within  the  United  States,  so  that,  after 
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that  date,  no  such  financial  assistance 
can  legally  be  provided  for  acquisition 
and  construction  in  these  areas  unless 
the  community  has  entered  the  program 
and  flood  insurance  has  been  purchased. 

Prior  to  July  1,  1975,  where  a  com¬ 
munity  is  not  participating  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Flood  Insurance  Program  as  of 
the  date  of  identification,  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator  finds  that  com¬ 
ment  and  public  procedure  are  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  unnecessary  under  the 
meaning  of  5  U.S.C.  533(b)  and  the  use 
of  delayed  effective  dates  in  identifying 
communities  with  areas  of  special  hazard 
would  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest, 
since  this  identification  is  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  informing  the  public  of  the 
location  of  areas  with  special  flood  haz¬ 
ards  and  has  no  binding  effect  on  the 
sale  of  insurance  or  the  commencement 
of  construction.  Therefore,  notice  to  the 
public  is  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest. 

After  July  1,  1975,  or  where  a  com- 
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m unity  has  been  participating  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Flood  Insurance  Program,  even 
though  no  areas  with  special  flood  haz¬ 
ards  in  the  community  had  previously 
been  identified,  the  identification  makes 
mandatory  the  purchase  of  insurance. 
Therefore,  the  effective  date  of  identifi¬ 
cation  will  be  on  or  before  July  31,  1975, 
or  the  effective  date  of  the  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map,  whichever  is  later. 

This  30  day  period  does  not  supersede 
the  statutory  requirement  that  a  com¬ 
munity,  whether  or  not  participating  in 
the  program,  be  given  the  opportunity 
for  a  period  of  six  months  to  establish 
that  the  community  either  is  not  seri¬ 
ously  flood  prone  or  that  such  flood  haz¬ 
ards  as  may  have  existed  have  been  cor¬ 
rected  by  floodworks  or  other  flood  con¬ 
trol  methods.  The  six  months  period 
shall  be  considered  to  begin  on  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  where  the  community  is  not 
participating  prior  to  July  1,  1975.  After 
July  1,  1975,  or  where  the  community  is 


participating  in  the  program,  the  six 
months  period  shall  be  considered  to  be¬ 
gin  on  or  before  July  31,  1975,  or  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  Flood  Hazard  Bound¬ 
ary  Map,  whichever  is  later.  Similarly, 
the  one  year  period  a  community  has  to 
enter  the  program  under  section  201 (d> 
of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  shall  be  considered  to  begin  on  or 
before  July  31,  1975,  or  the  effective  date 
of  the  Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Map, 
whichever  is  later. 

Where  several  dates  appear  in  the 
column  set  forth  below  marked  Effective 
Date  of  Identification,  the  first  date  is 
the  date  of  initial  identification,  and  all 
other  dates  represent  modification  by 
additions  or  deletions  to  identified  areas 
with  special  hazards. 

Accordingly,  §  1915.3  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new 
entry  to  the  table,  which  entry  reads  as 
follows : 

§  1915.3  List  of  conununitit**  willi  >j»c- 
rial  hazard  areas. 


St  ate  County  Location 


Map  No.  State  map  rcjxisiiory 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
flood  hazards 


Arkansas . Pope 


California _ San  Maleo 


Colorado . Chaffee 


Do . . Garfield... 

Idaho .  Bonneville. 

Do . do . 

Do.. .  Franklin.  . 

Illinois .  DuPage... 


Do... .  Vermilion 


London,  city  of _ 11  <160346  hi 

through 
D  050340  02 


Burlingame, 

U  06601 9  A  01 

city  of. 

through 

H  M5019A  04 

Ponelia  Springs, 

H  080220  01 

town  of 

Carbondale, 
town  of. 

U  U8U234  Ol 

Irv  in, city  of _ 

.  II  160143  01 

through 

H  160143  02 

Swan  Valiev, 

11  160154  01 

city  of. 

through 

H  160154  04 

Preston,  city  of.. 

.  H  160186  01 
through 

II  160186  02 

Lombard. 

H  170212A  01 

village  of. 

through 

H  170212A  04 

Henning,  village  11  170000  01 


Division  of  Soil  and  Wafer  Resources, 
State  Department  of  Commerce, 
1920  WestOajatol  Ave.,  Little  Hock, 
Ark.  72201. 

Arkansas  Insurance  Deimrtment,  400 
University  Tower  Bldg.,  Little 
Rock.  Ark.  72204. 

Department  of  Wat  it  Resources,  P.O. 
Box  388,  Sacramento,  Calif.  05802. 

California  Insurance  Department,  107 
South  Broadway,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90012 

Colorado  Wat<T  Conservation  Board, 
Room  102.  1846  Sherman  St.,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  80203. 

Colorado  Division  of  Insurance.  100 
State  Olliee  Bldg.,  Denver.  Colo. 
80203. 

. do . . . . ' . 

Department  of  Water  Administration, 
State  House,  Annex  2,  Boise,  Idaho 
83707. 

Idaho  Department  ol  Insurance, 
Room  200,  Statehouse,  Boise,  Idaho 
83707. 
do 


do 


<  lovemor's  Task  Force  on  Flood  C on- 
(rol,  300  North  State  St.,  Room 
1010,  P.O.  Box  475,  Chicago,  III. 
60010. 

Illinois  Insurance  Department,  525 
West  Jefferson  St.,  Springfield,  Ill. 
62702. 

. do.  _  ...  . . . 


Mayor.  City  ot  I«ondon,  London,  Ark. 
72847. 


City  Manager,  City  Hall,  501  Primrose 
ltd..  Burlingame,  Calif.  04010. 


Town  Manager  Town  of  Ponelia 
Springs,  Ponelia  Springs,  Colo.  No 
ZIP  Code. 


Board  of  Trustees,  15  8th  St.,  Carlton- 
daie,  Colo.  81623. 

Mayor,  City  of  Irwin,  Irwin,  Idaho 
51446. 


Mayor,  City  of  Swan  Valley,  Swan 
\  alley,  Idaho  50252. 

Mayor,  City  of  Preston,  Preston, 
Idaho  52069. 

Village  President,  Municipal  Build¬ 
ing,  48  North  Park  Ave.,  Lombard, 
111.  60148. 


Mayor,  City  Ilall,  Henning,  Ill.  61848 . _ 


Aug.  29.  1975 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


July  19,  197 1. 
Aug.  29,  1975. 


Do. 


Indiana . 

_ Miami . 

_  Converse, 

town  of. 

II  180167 A  01.. 

...  Division  of  Water,  Department  of 
Natural  Resources,  608  State  Office 
Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 
Indiana  Insurance  Department,  509 
State  Oflico  Bldg.,  Indianajiolis, 
Ind.  46201. 

Chairman,  Town  Board,  Converse, 
Ind  46**18. 

May  17, 1974 
Aug.  2*'.  1975. 

Do...... 

_ Perry .  . . 

_ Troy,  town  of _ 

11  180198A  01.. 

. do . . 

Chairman,  Town  Board,  Troy,  Tnd. 
47588. 

May  31,  1974. 
Aug.  29.  1975. 

Iowa  _ 

....  Polk . 

_ Dps  Moines,  city 

of. 

H  190227A  01 
through 

H  190227 A  19 

Iowa  Natural  Resources  Council, 
James  W.  Grimes  Bldg.,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50319. 

Iowa  Insurance  Department,  Lucas 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Dos  Moines, 

City  Manager,  City  Hall,  East  1st 
and  Locust,  Pes  Moines,  Iowa 

50307. 

Sept.  6,  1971 
Aug.  29,  1975. 

Do _ 

_ Greene _ 

_ Churdan,  town  of.  H  190395  01 

__through 

_ do. . 

Mayor,  Town  ol  Churdan,  Churdan, 

Iowa  50050, 

l>o. 

Do. .... 

_ * _ do . 

_ Jefferson,  city  of.. 

H  190396  01 
through 

H  190396  02 

_ do  . . 

Mayor,  City  of  Jefferson,  Jefferson, 
Iowa  50129. 

Do. 

Do.  ... 

_  Monona _ 

- Castana,  city  of... 

H  190462  01 

; _ do . . 

City  Manager,  City  of  Castana, 

Castana,  Iowa  51010. 

Do. 

Do - - 

_  Ringgold . 

_  Diagonal,  town  of. 

II  190501  01 

6... .do . . . 

Town  Manager,  Town  oi  Diagonal, 
Diagonal,  Iowa  50845. 

Do. 
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State  County  Location  Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
Local  map  rejiository  of  areas  wiiicii 

have  special 
flood  hazards 


Do . 

...  Kossuth . 

...  Bancroft,  city  ot... 

H  190550  01 

Do . 

. . .  Sioux . 

...  Boyden,  town  of.. 

H  190556  01 

Do . 

...  Clayton  and 
Delaware. 

Edgewood, 
town  of. 

H  190673  01.. 

Do . 

...  Dubugue . 

...  Farley,  town  of... 

H  1 90578  01.. 

Do . 

...  Marion . 

...  Knoxville,  city  of. 

IT  190603  01 
through 

It  190603  03 

Do . 

...  Lyon . 

...  Larehwood, 
city  of. 

H  190605  01 

Do . 

Sac . 

...  Odebolt,  city  of. 

II  190633  01 

I»o . 

...  Boone . 

...  Ogden,  town  of.... 

.  H  PHI634  ot 

Do . 

...  Jasper. . 

. ..  Prairie  City, 
city  of. 

11  190642  01 

Do . 

.  .  Fremont . 

...  Sidney,  town  of 

If  190657  01 

Do . 

...  WaiKsllo . 

...  Blakeshnrg, 
town  of. 

II  190704  ol 

Kansas 

Wilson  ...  . .  . 

.  Neotlesha.  eily  of 

1!  200359  A  01 

Do . 

.  Marshall . . 

. ..  Beattie, city  of 

11  200389  01 

Do . 

...  Rush . 

...  Bison, eftyof  _ 

M  ‘200391  01 

Do.  .. 

...  Jewell _ _ 

. ...  Eslion.cHy  of 

H  200410  01 

l>0 . 

...  Kiowa . . 

...  Mullinville, 

•  city  of. 

1 1  200440  01 

Do 

...  Marshall _ 

Waferville, 
city'  of. 

11  200656  01 

Louisiana 

Winn  Parish. . 

Calvin,  vill.  gc  of 

II  220266  01 

Do 

.  Sabine  Parish. 

. .  Convene, 
village  of. 

H  220268  01 

tlirough 

11  220268  02 

Michigan _ 

.  Gratiot... . 

Perrington, 
village  of. 

il  260407  01 

Minnesota 

...  Goodhue . 

Wanamiugo, 
city  of. 

II  2701 47 A  >1 

Do . 

. . .  Pine . 

.  Askov,  city  of 

11  270345A  04 

do.. 

.do.. 
..do. 
.  do. 
do. 


do .  . 

do . . .- . 

do . 

do .  . 

do  .  . . 

do .  ... 

Division  of  Water  Resources,  Slate 
Hoard  of  Agriculture,  Topeka,  Kaos. 
66612. 

Kansas  Insurance  Department,  1st 
Floor  Slatehouse,  Topeka,  Kalis. 
66612. 
do . 

do  . 

do  . 

lo 

.  do . . . .  .. 

Stale  Department  of  Public  Works, 
l*.(>.  Box  44165,  Capitol,  Station, 
Baton  Rouge.  La.  70804. 

Louisiana  Insurance  Department,  Hox 
44214,  Capitol  Station,  Baton  Rouge. 
La.  70804. 
do _ 


Wat,  t  Resources  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Water  Management,  Stevens  T. 
Mason  Bldg.,  Lansing,  Mich.  4S!r.*6. 
Michigan  Insurance  Bureau.  Ill  N. 

Mosnier  St.,  Lansing.  Mich.  48913. 
Division  of  Waters.  Soils,  and  Minerals, 
Department  of  Natural  Resources, 
Centennial  Office  Bldg.,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55101. 

Minnesota  Division  of  Insurance,  R 
•111  State  Office  Bldg..  St.  Paul. 
Minn.  55101. 

to  . 


Mayor,  City  of  Bancroft,  Bancroft, 
Iowa  50517, 

Town  Manager,  Town  of  Hoyden, 
Hoyden,  Iowa  51231. 

Town  Manager,  Town  of  Edgewood, 
Kdgcwood,  Iowa  52' >42. 

Town  -Manager,  Town  of  Farley, 

Farley,  Iowa  5*2045. 

City  Manager,  City  of  Knoxville, 
Knoxville,  iowu  5oi38. 

Major,  City  of  Larehwood,  Larch - 
wood,  Iowa  51241. 

Mayor.  City  of  Odelmlt,  Odebolt., 

Iowa  51458. 

Town  Manager,  Town  of  Ogden, 

Ogden,  Iowa  511212. 

Mayor,  City  of  Prairie,  i'rairie,  Iowa 
51/228. 

Town  Manager.  Town  of  Sidney. 

Sidney,  Iowa  51652. 

Town  .Manager,  Town  of  Hlakesburg, 
Blakeshnrg,  Iowa  52536. 

Building  Inspector.  114  South  41  ti  St.. 
N. •<>•!'  sin.  K  ins. 66757. 


M:i  cor,  f  91  v  'il  Be  it  tie.  Bc.it  tie.  Kalis. 
66406. 

f'itj  Main  ger.  City  of  Bison,  Bison, 
Kails.  67520. 

Mayor,  City  of  Ksliou,  EsIkiii,  Kalis. 
66041. 

Mayor,  City  of  MullliiviUe,  Mullinville, 
Kalis.  67100. 

Mayor,  Cilj  of  Watervi lie,  Watorvillo, 
Kalis.  66548. 

Village  Manager,  Village  >f  Calvin, 
i  ’Hivin,  La.  71 410. 


Village  ’a. mger,  \  illape  of  <  onverae. 
Converse,  La.  71419. 

Village  President.  Village  of  I ’erring- 
ton,  IVrrlngton,  Mieh  No  7. IP 
Code. 


Mayor.  City  of  Waiiami.igo,  Wauo- 
rningo,  Minn.  55983. 


Mavor.  <  it  y  of  Askov,  A.-kov.  Minn. 
55704. 


Do .  Wadena .  Menahga,  city  of. .  FI  270493A  01 

through 
H  270493A  02 

Mississippi . .  ...  Quitman .  Falcon,  town  of  . .  H  280488  01 


Missouri  .  Webster  aad 

Greene. 


Rogcrsville,  city  11  290658  01 

of. 


Montana . .  McCone . Circle,  town  of.  .  II  380108  01. 


Nebraska . Cuming. 


West  Point,  city 
of. 


U  310O48A  Ot 
through 
H  310048A  02 


Mi.-issippi  Research  and  D«velo|>- 
inent  Center,  P.D.  Drawer  '2470, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205. 

Mississippi  Insurance  Department, 
9 10  Wool  folk  Bldg,  P.O.  Box  79, 
Jackson,  Miss.  30206. 

Water  Resources  Board,  P.O.  Box  271, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.  65101. 

Division  of  Insumuce,  P.O.  Box  690, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.  65101. 

Montana  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  and  Conservation,  Water 
Resources  Division,  8am  W. 
Mitchell  Bldg.,  Helena,  Mont.  59601. 

Montana  Insurance  Department  .  ( 'uiv- 
itol  Building,  Helena,  Mont.  59601. 

Nebraska  Natural  Resources,  Com¬ 
mission.  P.O.  Box  94725,  State 
I  louse  Station,  Lincobi,  Nebr.  68509. 

Nebraska  Insurance  Department, 


Do . 

Do . 

Jefferson . 

....  Diller,  village  ol...  H  310269  01. 

_  do. 

n# 

Cass _ _ 

.  .  .do. 

of. 

Do. - 

Dixon  and  Wayne.  Wakefield,  city  of.  H  310404  04 _ 

Now  Mexioo.  .j. 

Curry . 

....  Teaieo,  town  of _ H  3501 17  01 _ 

...  State  ] 

87501. 


Mayor,  t  ity  of  Menahga,  Me.uahga, 
Minn.  54461. 

Falcon  Water  Association  Office, 
Town  of  lalcon.  Falcon,  Miss. 
38628. 


Mayor.  City  of  Rogcrsville,  Rogcrs¬ 
ville.  Mo.  65742. 


Town  Manager,  Town  of  Clyde, 
Circle,  Mont.  59215. 


Mayor,  t  it  y  of  West  Point,  West 
Point.  Nebr.  68788. 


Village  Manager,  Village  of  Diller, 
Hiller,  Nebr.  68342. 

Village  Manager,  Village  af  Monroe, 
Monroe,  Nebr.  68647. 

Village  Manager.  Village  of  Elmwood, 
Elmwood,  Nebr.  68349. 

Mayor,  City  of  Wakefield,  Wakefield, 
Nebr.  68784. 

Town  Manager,  Town  ol  Tokico, 
Texieo,  N.  Mex.  88135. 


New  Mexico  Department  of  Insurance, 
P.O.  Box  1269,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex. 
87501. 


Do. 

Do 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

J  in.  9,  1974 
Aug.  29.  l‘>75 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


May  10.  1974. 
Aug.  29,  t'i75. 


Oct.  25,  1974. 
Aug.  29.  1975. 
Apr.  12,  1974. 
Aug.  29,  1975. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Jan.  9,  1974. 
Aug.  29, 1975. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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Stale 


County  Location  Map  No. 


State  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
Hood  hazards 


New  York .  Suffolk .  East  Hampton, 

town  of. 


H  360704  01 
through 
H  360704  30 


New  York  State  Department  of  En-  Mayor.  Town  of  East  Hampton,  East 
‘  ~  Ha  . .  ' 


Ohio 


'Belmont _ Holloway,  village  H  390028A  01.. 

of. 


Do . do  .  Fowhat tan  Point, 

village  of. 

Oklahoma  _ Delaware _ _  Oaks,  town  of 


II  390030A  01 
through 
H  89C030A  02 
II  400314  01 


vironmental  Conservation,  Division 
of  Resources  Management  Services, 
Albany,  N.Y.  12201. 

New  York  State  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  123  William  St.,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10038. 

Ohio  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources,  Fountain  Sq.,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43224. 

Director  of  Insurance,  State  of  Ohio 
Department  of  Insurance,  115  East 
Rich  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215 


lampton,  N.Y.  No  ZIP  Code. 


Mavnr.  Municipal  Bldg  .  Hollow  ax’,  Aug.  23,  1974 
Ohio  43085. 


. do . 


_  Mayor.  Municipal  Building,  Pow- 

hattau  Point,  Ohio  43942. 


Do..  . .  Caddo _ _ _  Cement,  town  of..  II  400350  01 

Couth  Dakota Pennington..  Box  Elder,  city  of.  II  460089A  01 

through 
H  46008MA  03 


Oklahoma  Water  Resources  Board,  Town  Manager,  Town  of  Oak 
2241  NW.  40th  St..  Oklahoma  City,  Okla  74350. 

Okla.  73112. 

Oklahoma  Insurance  Department, 

Room  408  Will  Rogers  Memorial 
Bldg..  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73105. 

. do . 


Oaks 


T(  UF. 


Cherokee _ 


Alto,  town  of . II  480740  01. 


Do _ 

_ Denton _ 

Argyle.  city  of _ 

.  II  480775  01 

through 

H  480775  02 

do.. 

Do _ 

....  Ellis. 

.  Milford,  town  of.. 

..  H  480802  0! 

do 

Do . 

....  Mills 

_ Goldthwaite, 

city  of. 

U  480936  01.. 

do 

Do.. 

_ Navarro ... 

Kerens,  town  of. 

.  11  480995  01 
through 

H  480905  02 

....  dn 

Do . 

_ Panola.  . 

.  Beckville, 
town  of. 

U  4801*67  01 

do 

Do . 

_ Taylor - 

_ Tuscola,  town  of. 

.  11  481017  01 

. do 

Do _ 

- Gregg - 

Lakeport,  town 
of. 

H  481169  01 

. do.. 

ginia _ 

_ Culpeper  ... 

.  Culpeper,  town  of.  II  510042A  01 
through 

Bureau  i 
State 

South  Dakota  Planning  Agency, 
State  Capitol  Bide.,  Pierre,  S.  Dak. 
57501. 

South  Dakota  Department  of  Insur¬ 
ance,  Insurance  Department,  Pierre, 
S.  Dak.  57501. 

Texas  Water  Development  Board, 
P.O.  Box  13087.  Capitol  Station, 
Austin,  Tex.  78711. 

Texas  Insurance  Department,  1110 
San  Jacinto  St.,  Austin,  Tex.  78701. 


Town  Manager,  Town  of  Cement, 
(  <  merit,  Okla.  73017. 

City  llal.l,  City  of  Box  Elder,  Box 
Elder,  S  Dak.  No  ZIP  Code. 


Feh.  15,  1074 
Aug.  20,  1075 


Do. 

Oct.  25,  1074 


Town  Manager,  Town  of  Alto,  Alto,  Aug.  20,  1075 
Tex.  75025. 


Washington..  .  l’ieiv 


Wisconsin _  Dodg 


Do. 


Maxot,  <  il\  of  Argyle,  Argjle,  Tex. 
76226. 

_ Town  Manager,  Town  of  Milford, 

Milford,  Tex.  76670. 

_  Mayor,  City  of  (Soldtbwaite,  Oold- 

tliwaite,  Tex.  76844. 

_ Town  Manager,  Town  of  Kerens, 

Kerens,  Tex.  75144. 

Town  Manager,  Town  of  Beckville, 
KeekviUe,  Tex.  75631. 

Town  Manager,  Town  of  Tuscola, 
Tuscola,  Tex.  70562. 

Tow  n  Manager,  Town  of  Lakeport, 
Lakeport,  Tex.  No  ZIP  Code. 

Bureau  of  Water  Control  Management.  Town  and  Co.  Zoning  Administrator. 
State  Water  Control  Board,  2nd  Davis  St  ,  Culpeper,  Va.  22701. 

H  5100f2A  04  Floor,  Davenport  Bldg.,  11  South 

10th  St.,  Richmond,  Va.  23210. 

\  irginia  Insurance  Department,  200 
Blanton  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  1157, 

Richmond,  Va.  23200. 

Wilkeson,  town  of.  11  530268  01  .  Department  of  Ecology,  Olympia,  Town  Manager,  Town  of  Wilkoson, 

Wash.  98501.  Wilkeson,  Wash  08306. 

Washington  Insurance  Department 
Insurance  Bldg.,  Olympia,  Wash. 

98501. 

Reesexille.  II  5501tx5A  0!  Department  of  Natural  Resources.  Village  President,  Village  of  Reesiville, 

village  of.  P.O.  Box  450,  Madison,  Wis.  63701.  ReeseviUe,  WIs.  53570. 

Wisconsin  Insurance  Department,  212 
North  Bassett  St.,  Madison,  Wis. 

53701. 

Grant . . . Lancaster,  city  of.  H  550160 A  01 .  . do  . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Lancaster,  Wis. 

53818. 

H  550307 A  01 . do .  . Village  President.  Village  of  Little 

Chute,  Little  Chute,  Wis.  54140. 

n  55033" a  01 . do  . ...  .  . Village  President,  Neteonville,  Wis. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

June  28,-1071. 
Aug.  20,  1075. 


Do .  Outagamie _  Little  Chute, 

village  of. 

Do .  Portage _ Nelsonvlile, 

village  of. 


54458. 


Nov.  15.  1071. 


May  31,  1071. 

June  14,  1074. 

Jan.  23, 1974. 
Aug.  20,  1075. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-162,  Dec.  24,  1969)  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4127);  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  author¬ 
ity  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969)  _ 

Issued:  June  24,  1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.75-16914  Filed  6-30-76:8:46  am] 
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Title  29 — Labor 

CHAPTER  XVII— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY 
AND  HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  1952— APPROVED  STATE  PLANS 
FOR  ENFORCEMENT  OF  STATE  STAND¬ 
ARDS 

Withdrawal  of  the  New  York  Plan 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  State 
of  New  York  has  withdrawn  its  approved 
State  plan,  effective  June  30,  1975.  Con¬ 
sequently,  subpart  L  of  Part  1952  of  Title 
29,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is  re¬ 
voked,  as  of  that  date. 

The  State,  in  a  letter  from  Governor 
Hugh  L.  Carey  dated  March  14, 1975,  has 
given  notice  of  its  intention  to  withdraw 
its  approved  plan  effective  June  30, 1975. 
In  accordance  with  29  CFR  1951.25(d), 
the  State  will  also  terminate  its  grant 
approved  under  section  23(g)  of  the  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970 
(29  U.S.C.  672)  (hereinafter  called  the 
Act)  effective  June  30,  1975. 

In  accordance  with  section  18(f)  of 
the  Act,  the  State  may  retain  Jurisdic¬ 
tion  in  any  case  commenced  before 
June  30,  1975,  the  effective  date  of  the 
withdrawal. 

This  decision  does  not  preclude  the 
submission  of  another  occupational 
safety  and  health  plan  by  New  York 
under  section  18  of  the  Act  at  some  fu¬ 
ture  time. 

(Sec.  18.  Pub.  L.  91-596,  84  Stat.  1608  (29 
U.S.C.  667) ) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  24th 
day  of  June  1975. 

John  Stknder, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
|FR  Doc.75-17087  Piled  6-30-75;8:45  ami 


Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  PROCUREMENT 
REGULATIONS 

[FPR  Amdt.  1491 

PART  1-3— PROCUREMENT  BY 
NEGOTIATION 

Basic  Agreements  With  Educational 
Institutions  and  Nonprofit  Organizations 

This  amendment  of  the  Federal  Pro¬ 
curement  Regulations  prescribes  proce¬ 
dures  designed  to  encourage  the  inter¬ 
agency  use  of  basic  agreements  for  the 
procurement  of  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  from  educational  institutions  and 
nonprofit  organizations.  Subpart  1-3.4 
heretofore  has  described  the  use  of  basic 
agreements.  However,  it  has  not  specifi¬ 
cally  referred  to  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  or  to  interagency  use  of  such  agree¬ 
ments.  Recommendation  B-ll  of  the 
Commission  on  Government  Procure¬ 
ment  provided  as  follows:  “Encourage 
the  use  of  master  agreements  of  the 
grant  and  contract  types,  which  when 
executed  should  be  used  on  a  work  order 
basis  by  all  agencies  and  for  all  types  of 
performers.”  The  Commission  based  this 
recommendation  on  the  observation  that 
time  and  effort  could  be  saved  by  both 
the  Government  and  the  performers  of 
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research  and  development  through  the 
use  of  prenegotiated  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  allowing  for  new  or  additional  work 
to  be  contracted  for  on  a  work  order 
basis.  After  extensive  study  of  this  rec¬ 
ommendation  by  the  General  Services 
Administration  and  the  Department  of 
Defense,  it  was  determined  that  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  recommendation  would  be 
served  to  the  maximum  extent  practica¬ 
ble  by  encouraging  the  use  of  basic 
agreements  with  educational  institutions 
and  nonprofit  organizations.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  designed  to  implement  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  recommendation. 

The  table  of  contents  for  Part  1-3  is 
amended  to  add  new  and  revised  entries, 
as  follows: 

Sec. 

1-3.410-2  Basic  agreements  with  educa¬ 
tional  institutions  and  non¬ 
profit  organizations. 

1-3.410-3  Basic  ordering  agreement. 

Subpart  1-3.4 — Types  of  Contracts 

Section  1-3.410  is  amended  by  redesig¬ 
nating  S  1-3.410-2  as  §  1-3.410-3  and 
adding  a  new  §  1-3.410-2.  As  amended, 
the  section  reads  as  follows: 

§1—3.410  Other  tjprs  ef  airmnenb. 

•  *  »  »  * 

§  1—3.410—2  Basic  agreements  with  edu¬ 
cational  institutions  and  nonprofit 
organizations. 

(a)  This  section  sets  forth  information 
and  procedures  regarding  basic  agree¬ 
ments  for  the  procurement  of  research 
and  development  from  educational  in¬ 
stitutions  and  nonprofit  organizations. 

(b)  An  appropriate  basic  agreement 
may  be  negotiated  with  each  educational 
institution  and  nonprofit  organization 
(except  Federally  Funded  Research  and 
Development  Centers  (FFRDC) ,  Includ¬ 
ing  the  Federal  Contract  Research  Cen¬ 
ters  (FCRC)  as  they  are  designated  in 
the  Department  of  Defense  (DOD) ) ,  in 
accordance  with  the  conditions  set  forth 
in  §  1-3.410-1.  Agencies  are  encouraged 
to  obtain  and  utilize  the  basic  agree¬ 
ments  entered  into  by  both  other  civilian 
agencies  and  DOD  to  the  maximum 
practicable  extent. 

(c)  The  responsibility  for  negotiating 
basic  agreements  with  educational  In¬ 
stitutions  and  nonprofit  organizations  for 
the  DOD  has  been  assigned  to  the  Office 
of  Naval  Research,  800  North  Quincy 
Street,  Arlington,  Virginia  22217.  At  the 
beginning  of  each  fiscal  year  the  Office 
of  Naval  Research  will  issue  a  listing  of 
DOD  current  basic  agreements.  Copies 
of  the  agreements  are  maintained  by  the 
Office  of  Naval  Research  and  are  avail¬ 
able  to  procurement  activities  of  civilian 
agencies  upon  request. 

(d)  The  responsibility  for  negotiating 
basic  agreements  for  the  civilian  agencies 
rests  with  each  individual  agency.  Each 
agency  shall  report  its  agreements  to 
the  FPR  Staff,  Office  of  Procurement 
Management,  AMC,  15  days  after  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  each  year. 

(e)  A  list  of  civilian  agency  basic 
agreements  will  be  compiled  by  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration.  The  list 
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will  be  combined  with  the  DOD  list,  and 
will  be  published  at  the  beginning  of  each 
fiscal  year  In  FPR  Bulletins. 

§  1-3.410-3  Basic  ordering  agreement. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390;  (40  U.S.C.  486(c) ) ) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  fs  ef¬ 
fective  August  11,  1975,  but  may  be  ob¬ 
served  earlier. 

Dated:  June  23, 1975. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

I FR  Doc.75-17112  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  101 — FEDERAL  PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT  REGULATIONS 

SUBCHAPTER  B — ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS 

[FPMR  Arndt.  B-27] 

PART  101-11— RECORDS 
MANAGEMENT 

Standard  and  Optional  Forms  Program 

This  regulation  revises  Subpart  101— 
11.8,  Standard  and  Optional  Forms  Pro¬ 
gram,  to  more  clearly  define  the  scope, 
objectives,  and  applicability  of  the  pro¬ 
gram.  The  major  changes  are  as  follows : 

(a)  The  responsibilities  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  and  GSA/NARS  are  clearly 
defined  in  separate  paragraphs  of  the 
regulation: 

(b)  Standard  Form  152,  Request  for 
Clearance,  Procurement,  or  Cancellation 
of  Standard  and  Optional  Forms,  has 
been  revised  to  provide  for  clearance  by 
GAO  when  required,  to  Indicate  conform¬ 
ance  with  applicable  Federal  Informa¬ 
tion  Processing  Standards,  and  to  allow 
use  of  other  printing  specification  forms 
that  pertain  to  specialized  printing  re¬ 
quirements; 

(c)  New  procedures  have  been  devel¬ 
oped  for  clearing  Standard  and  Optional 
forms  that  relate  to  public  and  inter¬ 
agency  reporting  requirements,  specif¬ 
ically: 

(1)  Forms  relating  to  public  reporting 
requirements  imposed  by  regulatory 
agencies  must  be  cleared  with  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Accounting  Office; 

(2)  Forms  relating  to  public  reports 
requested  by  non-regulatory  agencies 
must  be  cleared  with  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget;  and 

(3)  Forms  relating  to  reports  levied  on 
an  executive  branch  department  or 
agency  by  another  department  or  agency 
must  be  cleared  by  GSA/NARS. 

(d)  Agencies  are  required  to  consider 
the  applicability  of  the  Federal  Infor¬ 
mation  Processing  Standards  (FIPS) 
and  the  provisions  of  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552)  and  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-579) 
when  developing  new  or  revised  Standard 
and  Optional  forms. 

The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101-11  is 
amended  by  revising  Subpart  101-11.8 
and  3  101-11.4920  as  follows: 

Subpart  101-11.8 — Standard  and  Optional  Forms 
Program 

Sec. 

101-11.800  Scope  of  subpart. 

101-11.800-1  Benefits  and  objectives. 
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Sec. 

101-11.801 

101-11.802 

101-11.802-1 

101-11.802-2 

101-11.802-3 

101-11.802-4 

101-11.802-5 

101-11.803 

101-11.804 
101-11.805 
10 1-1 1.805-1 ' 
101-11.805-2 
101-11.806 
101-11.806-1 
101-11.806-2 


101-11 .806-3 
101-11.806—4 

101-11.806-5 

101-11.806-6 

101-11.806-7 

101-11.807 

101-11.808 


Authority. 

Definitions 

Form. 

Standard  form. 

Optional  form. 

Promulgating  agency. 

Sponsoring  agency. 

Agency  program  responsibili¬ 
ties. 

GSA/NARS  responsibilities. 

Approval  procedures. 

Standard  forms. 

Optional  forms. 

Special  provisions. 

Exceptions  to  Standard  forms. 

Application  of  Federal  Infor¬ 
mation  Processing  Standards 
(FIPS)  to  Standard  and  Op¬ 
tional  forms. 

Employee  suggestions. 

Standard  and  Stock  (Option¬ 
al)  forms  subject  to  GAO 
approval. 

Standard  and  Optional  forms 
interface  with  public  re¬ 
ports  approved  by  GAO. 

Standard  and  Optional  forms 
interface  with  public  re¬ 
ports  approved  by  OMB. 

Standard  and  Optional  forms 
Interface  with  Interagency 
reports  approved  by  GSA. 

Procurement  of  stocks  of 
Standard  and  Optional 
forms. 

Agency  compliance. 


Subpart  101-11.49 — Forms  and  Reports 

101-11.4920  Standard  Form  152,  Request 
for  Clearance,  Procurement, 
or  Cancellation  of  Standard 
and  Optional  Forms. 

Authority:  Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390;  (40 
U.S.C.  486(c)). 

Subpart  101-11.8  is  revisefi  as  follows: 

Subpart  101-11.8 — Standard  and 
Optional  Forms  Program 

§  101—11.800  Scope  of  subpart. 

(a)  This  subpart  sets  forth  the  scope, 
objectives,  guidelines,  and  procedures  re¬ 
quired  to  manage  and  operate  the  Stand¬ 
ard  and  Optional  Forms  Program.  This 
program  is  a  centralized  and  specialized 
implementation  of  the  Government-wide 
forms  management  policies  and  guide¬ 
lines  prescribed  in  §  101-11.208-1, 
Forms — Agency  program  responsibilities. 

(b)  The  scape  of  the  Standard  and 
Optional  Forms  Program  is  Government¬ 
wide  and  focuses  on  those  forms  which 
are  the  information  or  data  carriers  for 
standardized  systems  that  are  developed 
and  installed  throughout  the  Federal 
establishment.  The  benefits  which  can 
be  accrued  from  standardization  are  well 
known  and  the  Standard  and  Optional 
Forms  Program  has  the  potential  to 
make  a  substantial  contribution  in  this 
area;  for  example: 

(1)  Simlar  forms  and  systems  fre¬ 
quently  are  used  for  essentially  the  same 
purpose  in  different  agencies  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  In  such  instances  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  Standard  or  Optional  form  can 
result  in  substantial  benefits  to  the 
Government. 

(2)  New  programs,  new  legislation, 
and  the  establishment  of  new  agencies 
provide  numerous  opportunities  for  bene¬ 
ficial  standardization. 


(3)  The  expanded  use  of  computers 
and  communication  systems  makes  the 
standardization  of  data  elements  as  well 
as  formats  for  the  Interchange  of  infor¬ 
mation  increasingly  more  essential. 

§  101—11.800—1  Benefits  and  objectives. 

The  benefits  of  a  standardized  forms 
program  include  uniform  and  improved 
procedures  for  processing  forms,  re¬ 
duced  printing  and  stocking  costs,  re¬ 
duced  training  time  of  employees,  and 
simplified  direction  and  application.  The 
objectives  of  the  Standard  and  Optional 
Forms  Program  are  to: 

(a)  Conduct  continuing  analysis  of 
Government-wide  practices  to  determine 
potential  for  economy  and  simplification 
of  paperwork  by  standardizing  data  ele¬ 
ments  and  systems,  with  particular  at¬ 
tention  to  systems  employing  computers 
and  electronic  communications; 

(b)  Assist  agencies  in  studies  and 
projects  to  consolidate  similar  forms  and 
systems; 

(c)  Coordinate  these  studies  and  proj¬ 
ects  with  all  interested  agencies; 

(d)  Serve  as  approval  authority  for 
the  clearance  of  new  and  revised  Stand¬ 
ard  and  Optional  forms;  and 

(e)  Ensure  that  all  applicable  laws, 
statutes,  and  regulations  (e.g..  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552),  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-579) ,  and 
Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ards  (FIPS)  issued  under  the  provisions 
of  Pub.  L.  89-306  (79  Stat.  1127)  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  development  and  review  of 
all  Standard  and  Optional  forms. 

§  101—11.801  Authority. 

(a)  The  Standard  and  Optional  Forms 
Program  was  developed  and  operated  by 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  consistent  with  the  authorities 
prescribed  by  the  Budget  and  Accounting 
Act  of  1921.  Responsibility  for  the  pro¬ 
gram  was  assumed  on  May  29,  1967,  by 
GSA/NARS  through  agreement  with 
OMB. 

(b)  The  Standard  and  Stock  forms 
promulgated  by  the  Comptroller  General 
or  those  subject  to  his  approval  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  section  309  of  the 
Budget  and  Accounting  Act  of  1921  (31 
U.S.C.  49)  and  section  114  of  the  Ac¬ 
counting  and  Auditing  Act  of  1950  (31 
U.S.C.  66(b))  are  excluded  from  the 
clearance  authorities  of  this  program. 
(However,  such  forms  will  be  included  in 
the  GSA/NARS  clearance  procedures 
contained  herein.) 

§  101—11.802  Definitions. 

§  101-11.802-1  Form. 

A  form  is  any  document,  including 
letters,  post  cards,  and  memorandums, 
printed  or  otherwise  reproduced  with 
space  for  filling  in  information,  descrip¬ 
tive  material,  or  addresses.  Certain 
printed  items  without  fill-in  space,  such 
as  contract  provisions,  instruction  sheets, 
notices,  tags,  labels,  and  posters,  fnay  be 
considered  as  forms  when  it  is  advan¬ 
tageous  to  identify  and  control  them  as 
forms  for  purposes  of  reference,  printing, 
stocking,  distribution,  and  use  with  other 
forms.  • 


§  101—11.802—2  Standard  form. 

A  Standard  form  is  a  form  prescribed 
by  a  Federal  agency,  pursuant  to  its  au¬ 
thority,  and  approved  by  GSA  for  man¬ 
datory  use.  Such  mandatory  use  is  set 
forth  in  regulations  of  the  promulgating 
agency  (§  101-11.802-4). 

§  101—11.802—3  Optional  form. 

An  Optional  form  is  a  form  developed 
for  use  in  two  or  more  agencies  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  GSA  for  nonmandatory  use. 
The  availability  of  the  form  is  usually 
announced  by  the  sponsoring  agency 
(§  101-11.802-5). 

§  101—11.802—4  Promulgating  agency. 

A  promulgating  agency  is  any  Federal 
agency  that  develops  and  prescribes  a 
Standard  form  as  defined  in  §  101— 
11.802-2. 

§  101—11.802—5  Sponsoring  agency. 

A  sponsoring  agency  is  any  Federal 
agency  that  develops  an  Optional  form 
as  defined  in  §  101-11.802-3. 

§  101—11.803  Agency  program  respon¬ 
sibilities. 

Each  agency  shall : 

(a)  Develop  each  new  and  revised 
Standard  and  Optional  form  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the: 

(1)  Forms  design  guidelines  specified 
in  the  applicable  forms  management 
handbook  in  the  GSA/NARS  Records 
Management  series;  e.g..  Forms  Analysis, 
Forms  Design.  Specialty  Forms; 

(2)  Agency’s  chartered  mission,  re¬ 
sponsibilities,  and  regulatory  authority; 

(3)  Applicable  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standards  (FIPS)  established 
by  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards. 
Department  of  Commerce,  under  the 
provisions  of  Pub.  L.  89-306  (79  Stat. 
1127) ;  Executive  Order  11717  dated 
May  9,  1973;  and  15  CFR  Part  6; 

(4)  Provisions  of  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552) ;  and 

(5)  Provisions  of  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974  (Pub.  L.  93-579) . 

(b)  Designate  an  official  and  an  alter¬ 
nate  to  serve  as  liaison  with  NARS  on 
the  Standard  and  Optional  Forms  Pro¬ 
gram.  Submit  in  writing  the  name,  title, 
location,  and  telephone  number  of  each 
designee  to  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  (NRI) ,  Washington,  D.C. 
20408.  Submit  similar  Information  for 
each  replacement  representative  to  the 
above  address  within  30  calendar  days 
after  the  new  appointment  Is  made. 

(c)  Avoid  duplication  of  existing 
Standard  and  Optional  forms  and  en¬ 
courage  originators  of  forms  to  consider 
using  an  existing  form  instead  of  de¬ 
veloping  a  new  one. 

(d)  Periodically  review  all  Standard 
and  Optional  forms  it  originates  to  (1) 
cancel  those  not  in  use,  (2)  identify 
those  that  need  revision,  and  (3)  de¬ 
termine  those  that  could  be  consolidated 
with  similar  Standard  and  Optional 
forms  originated  by  other  agencies. 

(e)  Distribute  the  GSA/NARS  ap¬ 
proved  list  of  current  Standard  and  Op¬ 
tional  forms  to  appropriate  agency  forms 
officials. 
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(f)  Obtain  Standard  and  Optional 
forms  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  8  101- 
26.302. 

(g)  Return  all  printing  proofs  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  (NRI) , 
Washington,  DC  20408,  within  5  work¬ 
days  after  receipt. 

§  101-11.804  GSA/NARS  responsibili¬ 
ties. 

GSA/NARS  will: 

(a)  Review  and/or  approve  all  new  or 
revised  Standard  and  Optional  forms 

(b)  Maintain  and  distribute  to  all 
agencies  a  current  list  of  ail  approved 
Standard  and  Optional  forms 

(c)  Provide  technical  assistance  and 
consulting  services  on  the  management 
of  Standard  and  Optional  forms 

(d)  Coordinate  with  GAO  and  OMB 
all  Standard  and  Optional  forms  within 
their  clearance  jurisdiction 

(e)  Develop,  initiate,  and  coordinate 
special  studies  on  Government-wide 
forms  practices  to  determine  potential 
areas  for  economy  and  simplification  of 
paperwork  by  standardizing  data  ele¬ 
ments  and  systems 

(f)  Ensure  that  all  proposed  Standard 
and  Optional  forms  are  in  conformance 
with  the  provisions  of  applicable  laws, 
statutes,  and  regulations  (e.g..  Freedom 
of  Information  Act,  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974,  Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards) ,  and 

(g)  Return  all  printing  proofs  to 
GSA/Region  3  Federal  Supply  Service 
within  10  workdays  after  receipt. 

§  101—11.805  Approval  procedure*. 

This  section  prescribes  the  procedures 
applicable  to  Federal  agencies  and 
GSA/NARS  when  establishing,  revising, 
or  discontinuing  Standard  or  Optional 
forms. 

§  101—11.805—1  Standard  forms. 

(a)  New  and  revised  Standard  forms. 

(1)  Standard  forms  shall  be  submitted 
to  NARS  by  the  promulgating  agency,  us¬ 
ing  Standard  Form  152,  Request  for 
Clearance,  Procurement,  or  Cancellation 
of  Standard  and  Optional  Forms,  after 
necessary  coordination  with  those  orga¬ 
nizations  outside  the  promulgating  agen¬ 
cy.  List  the  names,  titles,  and  organiza¬ 
tions  of  persons  with  whom  this  material 
was  discussed.  Indicate  concurrences. 
Summarize  any  major  problems  on 
which  agreement  could  not  be  reached. 
(See  form  illustrated  in  §  101-11.4920.) 

(2)  NARS  will  notify  the  promulgat¬ 
ing  agency  of  its  approval  or  disapproval 
by  an  appropriate  entry  in  Section  HI 
of  Standard  Form  152.  If  the  form  is  ap¬ 
proved,  one  signed  copy  will  be  returned 
to  the  promulgating  agency  for  its  rec¬ 
ords:  the  second  copy  will  be  furnished 
to  GSA/Region  3  Federal  Supply  Service 
to  provide  printing  and  stocking  speci¬ 
fications  for  procuring  stock  of  the  ap¬ 
proved  Standard  form.  (See  8  101-26.- 
302.) 

(3)  When  such  a  Standard  form  is 
printed,  the  Standard  form  number  as¬ 
signed  by  NARS,  the  month  and  year  of 
promulgation  (or  the  month  and  year 
of  revision),  the  name  of  the  promul¬ 
gating  agency,  and  a  reference  citation 
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of  the  agency  regulation  which  requires 
its  mandatory  use  as  a  Standard  form 
will  appear  on  the  lower  right  comer  of 
the  form. 

(b)  Discontinuance  of  Standard  forms. 
Before  a  promulgating  agency  notifies 
the  using  agency  that  the  mandatory  use 
of  a  Standard  form  is  no  longer  required, 
it  shall  notify  NARS  of  its  intention.  In 
such  instances,  NARS  may  (1)  authorize 
continued  use  of  the  form  on  an  optional 
basis,  (2)  make  arrangements  for  the 
form  to  be  promulgated  as  a  Standard 
form  by  another  agency,  or  (3)  concur 
with  the  promulgating  agency  that  there 
is  no  need  for  the  continued  use  of  the 
form.  NARS  will  inform  the  promulgat¬ 
ing  agency  of  its  decision. 

§  101—11.805—2  Optional  forms. 

(a)  Proposed  Optional  forms  or  revi¬ 
sions  to  existing  Optional  forms  shall  be 
submitted  to  NARS  by  the  sponsoring 
agency  using  Standard  Form  152.  NARS 
will  evaluate  such  proposals  in  consulta¬ 
tion  with  interested  agencies  and  will  in¬ 
dicate  its  decision  by  an  appropriate  en¬ 
try  in  Section  III  of  Standard  Form  152. 
If  the  form  is  approved,  one  copy  will  be 
returned  to  the  sponsoring  agency  for  its 
records;  the  second  copy  will  be  sent  to 
GSA/Region  3  Federal  Supply  Service  to 
provide  printing  and  stocking  specifica¬ 
tions  for  procuring  stock  of  the  approved 
Optional  form.  (See  8  101-26.302-6.) 

(b)  When  such  an  approved  Optional 
form  is  printed,  the  Optional  form  num¬ 
ber  assigned  by  NARS,  the  month  and 
year  of  approval  (or  the  month  and  year 
of  the  revision),  and  the  name  of  the 
sponsoring  agency  will  appear  on  the 
lower  right  corner  of  the  form.  When  a 
form  is  approved  for  optional  vise,  an¬ 
nouncement  thereof  will  usually  be  made 
to  potential  users  by  the  sponsoring 
agency. 

§  101—11.806  Special  provisions. 

§  101—11.806—1  Exceptions  to  Standard 
forms. 

In  the  interest  of  establishing  and 
maintaining  uniformity  to  the  greatest 
extent  feasible,  every  effort  should  be 
exerted  to  keep  exceptions  of  Standard 
forms  to  a  minimum.  Exceptions  affected 
by  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  carry  the  notation  “exception 
to  SF-XXX  approved  by  (final  clearing 
agency )  (month)  (year)’’  below  the  form 
number  element.  If  this  is  not  possible, 
the  exception  approval  should  be  printed 
in  an  area  close  to  the  form  number  ele¬ 
ment. 

(a)  When  an  agency  believes  it  is  not 
feasible  to  use  a  Standard  form  for  its 
purpose  and  in  the  prescribed  manner  or 
when  it  desires  to  make  substantive 
changes  in  the  content  of  an  approved 
Standard  form  which  do  not  affect 
format  or  printing  specifications,  that 
affected  agency  shall  submit  to  the  pro¬ 
mulgating  agency  identified  on  the 
Standard  form  its  request  for  exception 
or  deviation  with  an  appropriate  explana¬ 
tion  and  justification.  The  promulgating 
agency  shall,  after  review,  forward  its 
reply  to  the  requesting  agency  and  send 
a  copy  of  the  reply  to  General  Services 
Administration  (NRI),  Washington,  DC 
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204'8.  Such  exceptions  become  void  when 
a  Standard  form  is  revised. 

(b'  When  an  agency  desires  to  alter 
the  format  or  change  printing  specifica¬ 
tions  of  an  approved  Standard  form,  that 
agency  shall  submit,  on  Standard  Form 
152  to  the  agency  identified  on  the  Stand¬ 
ard  form  as  the  promulgating  agency,  its 
request  for  exception  or  deviation  with 
an  appropriate  explanation  and  justifi¬ 
cation.  The  promulgating  agency  shall, 
after  review,  forward  the  request  with 
its  own  recommendations  to  NARS  for 
final  clearance. 

(c)  If  overprinting  of  Standard  forms 
is  desired,  it  is  permissible  without  clear¬ 
ance  from  the  promulgating  agency,  pro¬ 
vided  such  overprinting  is  fully  consistent 
with  the  purposes  and  intent  of  the 
Standard  form  and  procurement  is  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  8  101-26.302.  Overprinting 
may  include  names,  addresses,  or  uni¬ 
form  entries. 

§  101-11.806-2  Application  of  Federal 
Information  Processing  Standards 
(FIPS)  to  Standard  and  Optional 
forms. 

Each  proposed  Standards  and  Optional 
form  shall  be  reviewed  for  applicability 
and  shall  be  used  In  conformance  with 
FIPS  to  the  extent  they  are  applicable. 
FIPS  that  are  applicable  to  Standard 
and  Optional  forms  are  part  of  a  Gov¬ 
ernment-wide  program  for  standardiz¬ 
ing  data  elements  and  representations 
which  are  used  and  interchanged  in  Gov¬ 
ernment  data  systems.  The  objective  of 
this  standardization  program  is  to  make 
maximum  use  of  the  data  resources  of 
the  Federal  Government  and  to  avoid 
unnecessary  duplications  and  incompati¬ 
bilities  in  collecting,  processing,  and  dis¬ 
seminating  data.  The  current  FIPS  pub¬ 
lications  will  be  used  in  reviewing  each 
proposed  Standard  and  Optional  form. 
(Information  concerning  these  standards 
and  their  availability  can  be  obtained 
from  the  office  of  ADP  Standards  Man¬ 
agement,  Institute  for  Computer  Sciences 
and  Technology,  National  Bureau  of 
Standards,  Washington,  DC  20234.) 

(a)  Applicability.  The  following  types 
of  standards  as  defined  in  FIPS  publica¬ 
tions  apply  to  Standard  and  Optional 
forms: 

(1)  Federal  General  and  Federal  Pro¬ 
gram  Data  Standards,  and 

(2)  Other  ADP  standards  for  media. 
Interchange  codes,  data  transmission, 
and  optical  character  recognition  are 
applicable  when  data  is  to  be  collected 
and  interchanged  in  a  machine  read¬ 
able  form. 

(b)  Certification.  After  the  proposed 
Standard  or  Optional  form  has  been  re¬ 
viewed  and  compared  with  applicable 
FIPS,  one  or  more  of  the  following  cer¬ 
tifications  will  be  Indicated  in  block  12 
of  SF152. 

(1)  “Format  and  contents  are  in  con¬ 
formance  with  FIPS  PUB  Nos.  (enter 
applicable  numbers)  ." 

(2)  “Format  and  contents  are  not  ap¬ 
plicable  to  FIPS.’* 

(3)  “Approval  has  been  obtained  to 
deviate  from  FTPS  (attach  copy  of  ap¬ 
proval)  .” 
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§101—11.806—3  Employee  suggestions. 

Employee  suggestions  that  propose 
changes  in  the  design,  printing  specifica¬ 
tions,  or  use  of  a  Standard  or  Optional 
form  should  be  sent  to  the  promulgat¬ 
ing/sponsoring  agency  for  evaluation. 

§  101—11.806—4  Standard  and  Stock 
(Optional)  forms  subject  to  GAO 
approval. 

Standard  and  Stock  forms  promul¬ 
gated  by  or  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Comptroller  General  are  also  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  GSA/NARS  clearance  pro¬ 
cedures  contained  herein.  By  agreement 
between  GSA  and  GAO,  Standard  and 
Stock  form  requests  shall  be  submitted 
to  General  Services  Administration 
(NRI),  Washington  DC  20408,  using  SF 
152. 

§  101—11.806-5  Standard  and  Optional 
forms  interface  with  public  reports 
approved  by  GAO. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Reports 
Act  of  1942,  as  amended  (87  Stat.  593), 
GAO  is  responsible  for  the  clearance  of 
reports  requested  from  the  public  by  reg¬ 
ulatory  agencies  of  the  executive  branch. 
Proposed  new,  revised,  and  exceptions  to 
forms  must  be  cleared  by  GAO  as  well  as 
GSA/NARS. 

(b)  By  agreement  between  GSA  and 
GAO,  such  Standard  and  Optional  forms 
public  report  documents  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  (NRI) ,  Washington,  DC  20408,  using 
Standard  Form  83,  Clearance  Request 
and  Notice  of  Action.  NARS  will  for¬ 
ward  the  request  documents  to  GAO  for 
review  and  approval.  Only  items  6, 14, 15, 
and  16  need  to  be  filled  in  on  the  SF  83 
when  it  is  forwarded  with  the  SF  152. 

§  101—11.806—6  Standard  and  Optional 
forms  interface  with  public  reports 
approved  by  OMB. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Reports 
Act  Of  1942  (44  U.S.C.  3501-3512) ,  OMB 
is  responsible  for  the  clearance  of  reports 
requested  from  the  public  by  nonregula- 
tory  agencies  of  the  executive  branch 
and  for  reports  from  Federal  agencies 
or  employees  which  are  to  be  used  for 
statistical  compilations  of  general  public 
interest.  Proposed  new,  revised,  and  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  forms  must  be  cleared  by 
OMB  (OMB  Circular  A-40,  Revised), 
and  by  GSA/NARS. 

(b)  By  agreement  between  GSA  and 
OMB,  such  Standard  and  Optional  forms 
public  report  documents  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  (NRI) ,  Washington,  DC  20408,  using 
SF  83.  NARS  will  forward  the  documents 
to  OMB  for  review  and  approval.  Only 
items  6,  14,  15,  and  16  need  to  be  filled 
in  on  the  SF  83  forwarded  with  the  SF 
152. 

§  101—11.806—7  Standard  and  Optional 
forms  interface  with  interagency  re¬ 
ports  approved  by  GSA. 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Records  Act 
(44  U.S.C.  3102)  and  OMB  Circular  A- 
40,  Revised,  subject:  Management  of 
Federal  reporting  requirements,  GSA  is 
responsible  for  the  clearance  of  reports 
levied  on  an  executive  branch  agency 


by  another  agency  (interagency  reports) . 
Standard  and  Optional  forms  used  for 
interagency  reporting  purposes  shall  be 
submitted  to  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration  (NRI),  Washington,  DC  20408, 
using  Standard  Forms  152  and  360,  Re¬ 
quest  for  Clearance  of  an  Interagency 
Reporting  Requirement,  for  review  and 
approval. 

§  101—11.807  Procurement  of  stocks  of 
Standard  and  Optional  forms. 

General  procedures  for  procuring 
stocks  of  Standard  and  Optional  forms 
or  modifications  thereof  are  in  §  101- 
26.302,  Standard  and  Optional  forms. 

§  101—11.808  Agency  compliance. 

NARS  conducts  periodic  reviews  of 
each  agency  to  assess  its  records  manage¬ 
ment  programs  and  achievements  as  out¬ 
lined  in  §  101-11.103,  Agency  program 
evaluation.  The  Standard  and  Optional 
Forms  Program  is  one  item  in  the  re¬ 
view  of  agency  records  management  pro¬ 
grams. 

Subpart  101-11.49 — Forms  and  Reports 

Section  101-11.4920  is  revised  to  illus¬ 
trate  the  January  1975  edition  of  Stand¬ 
ard  Form  152,  as  follows: 

§  101-11.4920  Standard  Form  152,  Re¬ 
quest  for  Clearance,  Procurement,  or 
Cancellation  of  .Standard  and  Op¬ 
tional  Forms. 

Note:  The  form  in  5  101-11.4920  is  filed 
as  part  of  the  original  document  and  does 
not  appear  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  July  1,  1975. 

Dated:  June  23,  1975. 

Dwight  A.  Ink, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  General  Services. 

1FR  Doc.75-17113  Filed  6-30-76;8:45  am] 


Title  43 — Public  Lands:  Interior 

CHAPTER  I— BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  430 — RULES  FOR  MANAGEMENT 
OF  LAKE  BERRYESSA 

Policy  and  Criteria 

Effective  July  1,  1975,  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  will  assume  recreation 
management  responsibilities  of  Lake  Ber- 
ryessa,  Napa  County,  California,  and  will 
succeed  Napa  County  in  administering 
contracts  with  the  seven  (7)  separate 
concessioners. 

Under  each  of  the  concession  con¬ 
tracts,  procedures  are  included  which  af¬ 
ford  the  concessioners  the  right  of  review 
if  their  contracts  are  terminated  for  de¬ 
fault  or  unsatisfactory  performance. 
This  procedure  provides  for  hearings  and 
actions  by  the  Napa  County  Board  of 
Supervisors. 

Because  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
will  be  replacing  Napa  County  In  the 
concession  contracts,  the  contractual 
provisions  regarding  termination  for 
breach  needs  modifying.  The  purpose  of 
this  notice  is  to  designate  an  alternative 
mechanism  to  assure  each  concessioner 
his  right  of  review. 


Title  VI  of  Pub.  L.  93-493,  88  Stat. 
1494,  provides  for  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  make  such  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  Title  VI.  Accordingly,  title 
43  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
will  be  amended  by  adding  a  new  Part 
430  as  follows: 

§  430.1  Concessioners'  appeal  proce¬ 
dures. 

The  procedures  detailed  in  Title  43, 
Part  4,  Subpart  G  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  are  made  applicable  to  the 
concessioners  at  Lake  Berryessa,  Napa 
County,  California,  as  the  procedure  to 
follow  in  appealing  decisions  of  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation,  Department  of  the  Interior,  or 
his  authorized  representatives  on  dis¬ 
puted  questions  concerning  ternftnation 
for  default  or  unsatisfactory  perform¬ 
ance  under  the  concession  contracts. 

Because  Part  430  consists  of  rules  of 
agency  organization,  procedure,  and 
practice,  adoption  of  the  new  Part  430, 
through  the  rulemaking  procedure  pre¬ 
scribed  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  is  not  required, 
and  the  new  Part  430  is,  accordingly, 
adopted  without  resort  to  that  procedure. 
In  accordance  with  the  public  policy  ex¬ 
pressed  in  5  U.S.C.  553  and  Part  013,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  Manual,  Chap¬ 
ter  2,  interested  persons  may,  however, 
submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
data,  or  arguments  concerning  the  new 
Part  430  to  the  Commissioner,  Bureau 
of  Reclamation,  18th  and  C  Streets,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20240,  on  or  before 
July  31, 1975.  All  such  comments  received 
will  be  given  full  consideration.  So  that 
the  Department  of  the  Interior’s  new 
procedures  will  be  in  effect  when  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation  assumes  manage¬ 
ment  responsibilities  at  Lake  Berryessa, 
good  cause  for  waiver  of  the  30-day  wait¬ 
ing  period  for  effectiveness  exists,  and 
the  new  Part  430  will  take  effect  on 
July  1,  1975. 

Dated:  June  27, 1975. 

Roland  G.  Robison,  Jr., 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary, 
Land  and  Water  Resources. 

(FR  Doc.75-17200  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  II— BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGE¬ 
MENT,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

APPENDIX— PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  5504] 
[Colorado  13276] 

COLORADO 

Withdrawal  of  Public  Lands  for  the  Protec¬ 
tion  of  Wildlife  Habitat,  and  Archaeolog¬ 
ical  and  Recreational  Values 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FR 
4831) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following  described  public  lands,  which 
are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior,  are  hereby  with¬ 
drawn  from  all  forms  of  disposition  under 
the  public  land  laws,  including  the  min¬ 
ing  laws,  30  U.S.C.  Ch.  2,  but  not  from 
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leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws, 
and  reserved  for  the  management,  pro¬ 
tection,  and  production  of  waterfowl  and 
wildlife,  and  for  the  protection  of  public 
recreation  and  archaeological  values: 

New  Mkico  Principal  Meridian 
T  38  N.,  R.  11  E.. 

Sec!  2.  lots  1  thm  4,  S%N‘/,,  SE >/4 ; 

Seo.  12; 

Sec.  18,  N«4.  N%SV4.  SV4SE%; 

Seo.  24.  NE  Vi . 

T.  38  N.,R.  12  B.. 

Secs.  5  and  6; 

Sec.  7.  lots  1  thru  4,  NE>4,  E>4NWy«. 

NE*4SW*4,  SEVi ; 

Sec.  8; 

Sec.  9,  WV4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  approx¬ 
imately  5,350.87  acres  in  Alamosa  County. 

2.  The  withdrawal  made  by  this  order 
does  not  alter  the  applicability  of  the 
public  land  laws  governing  the  use  of  the 
lands  under  lease,  license,  or  permit,  or 
governing  the  disposal  of  their  mineral 
or  vegetative  resources  other  than  under 
the  mining  laws.  However,  leases,  li¬ 
censes,  or  permits  will  be  issued  only  if 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  finds  that 
the  proposed  use  of  the  lands  will  not 
Interfere  with  the  purpose  of  this  with¬ 
drawal. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

June  23,  1975. 

(PR  Doc.75-17116  Filed  6  30-75; 8: 45  am| 


( Public  Land  Order  5506] 

(BLM  048089] 

ARKANSAS 

Amendment  of  Public  Land  Order  No.  3836 
(Fort  Chaffee  Military  Reservation) 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FR 
4831),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  3836  of  Sep¬ 
tember  27,  1965,  as  amended,  which 
transferred  from  the  Department  of  the 
Army  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
jurisdiction  over  oil  and  gas  deposits  un¬ 
derlying  certain  acquired  lands  at  Fort 
Chaffee  Military  Reservation,  is  hereby 
further  amended  to  transfer  jurisdiction 
over  the  oil  and  gas  deposits  within  the 
following  described  lands: 

Fifth  Principal  Meridian 
T  7  N  R  30  W 

Sec.  11.  SW^NWK.  SWV4,  and  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  SE(4  lying  southwesterly  of 
the  south  right-of-way  line  of  Arkansas 
State  Highway  No.  22. 

T.  7  N„  R.  31  W., 

Sec.  1,  that  part  of  Lot  2  of  the  fractional 
NWV4  lying  northerly  of  the  northerly 
right-of-way  Une  of  the  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  434.50  acres. 

2.  Upon  approval  of  this  order  the  oil 
and  gas  deposits  underlying  the  acquired 
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lands  desoribed  in  paragraph  1  above  im¬ 
mediately  become  subject  to  all  of  the 
terms,  conditions,  and  limitations  of 
Public  Land  Order  No.  3836,  as  amended. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 


June  23,  1975. 

|  FR  Doc  76-17115  Filed  6-30-76;8:45  am] 


(Public  Land  Order  5507] 

(1-4733] 

IDAHO 

Revocation  of  Executive  Orders  Nos.  5277, 
5481,  and  Public  Land  Order  No.  1063; 
Withdrawal  of  Lands  for  Research,  His¬ 
torical,  and  Cultural  Purposes 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FR 
4831),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Executive  Orders  Nos.  5277  of  Febru¬ 
ary  7,  1930,  and  5481  of  November  14, 
1930,  and  Public  Land  Order  No.  1063  of 
February  3,  1955,  withdrawing  the  fol¬ 
lowing  described  lands  for  experimental 
and  research  purposes  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  are  hereby  revoked 
in  their  entireties : 

Boise  Meridian 

T.  11  S.,  R.  15  E„  sec.  23,  NW&. 

T.  12  S..  R.  15  E„  sec.  4,  SE>/4NWV4,  NEy4SWy4. 

T.  10  8.,  R.  22  E„  sec.  32,  SE^SE^. 

The  area  described  contains  280  acres 
in  Twin  Falls  and  Cassia  Counties. 

2.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
lands  described  in  paragraph  1  of  this 
order  are  hereby  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  public 
land  laws,  including  the  mining  laws,  30 

U. S.C.  Ch.  2,  and  from  grazing  under  the 
Taylor  Grazing  Act,  but  not  from  leasing 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws,  for  re¬ 
search  and  historic  and  cultural  pur¬ 
poses.  The  lands  will  remain  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement  for  administration  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Public  Land  Adminis¬ 
tration  Act,  43  U.S.C.  1361,  1363. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

June  23, 1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-17117  Filed  6-30-75; 8:45  am] 


(Public  Land  Order  5508] 

(Nevada  051742] 

NEVADA 

Correction  of  Public  Land  Order  5497 

In  FR  Doc.  75 — 11444  appearing  at 
page  18997  of  the  Federal  Register  of 
May  1,  1975,  Public  Land  Order  5497, 
transferring  jurisdiction  of  the  Charles 
Sheldon  Antelope  Range,  the  land  de¬ 
scription  reading  Tps.  43,  44,  45,  46,  37 
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N.,  R.  23  E..  is  corrected  to  read  Tps.  43, 
44,  45.  46,  47  N„  R.  23  E. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

June  23,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-17122  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 


(Public  Land  Order  5509] 

ALASKA 

Partial  Revocation  of  Public  Land  Orders 
Nos.  5150  and  5180,  as  Amended 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FR 
4831),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  5150  of  De¬ 
cember  28, 1971,  as  amended,  which  with¬ 
drew  lands  for  a  utility  and  transporta¬ 
tion  corridor,  and  Public  Land  Order  No. 
5180  of  March  9. 1972,  as  amended,  which 
withdrew  lands  to  protect  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  are  hereby  revoked  so  far  as  they 
affect  the  following  described  lands: 

Fairbanks  Meridian 
T.  12  N..  R.  9  W., 

Secs.  1  thru  18, 21  thru  26,  and  36. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  approx¬ 
imately  16,000  acres. 

2.  The  lands  described  in  paragraph  1 
of  this  order  are  subject  to  section  11  of 
the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act 
of  December  18,  1971,  85  Stat.  688,  696, 
and  will  not  be  made  available  for  other 
types  of  disposition  at  this  time. 

3.  While  the  lands  in  this  order  remain 
withdrawn,  they  shall  be  subject  to  ad¬ 
ministration  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  under  applicable  laws  and  regu¬ 
lations  and  his  authority  to  make  con¬ 
tracts,  to  grant  leases,  permits,  rights-of- 
way  or  easements  shall  not  be  impaired 
by  this  order.  Applications  for  leases 
under  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  will  be 
rejected  until  this  order  is  modified  or 
the  lands  are  appropriately  classified  to 
permit  mineral  leasing. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

June  25, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-17114  FUed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  II— SOCIAL  AND  REHABILITA¬ 
TION  SERVICE  (ASSISTANCE  PRO¬ 
GRAMS),  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

PART  206— APPLICATION,  DETERMINA¬ 
TION  OF  ELIGIBILITY,  AND  FURNISH¬ 
ING  OF  ASSISTANCE— PUBLIC  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE  PROGRAMS 

Securing  Social  Security  Numbers  for 
Applicants  and  Recipients 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Reoister  on 
October  22. 1974  (39  FR  37505). 
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A  total  of  53  comments  was  received 
from  18  State  welfare  agencies,  one 
county  welfare  agency  and  one  State  vo¬ 
cational  rehabilitation  agency;  1  uni¬ 
versity  health  science  center;  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  Massachusetts,  and  31  private 
citizens  from  that  State.  Three  of  the 
public  agencies  fully  supported  the  pro¬ 
posal.  All  other  respondents  objected  to 
certain  aspects  or  provisions  of  the  regu¬ 
lation. 

The  public  agencies  were  concerned 
primarily  because  of  increased  work-load 
and  costs;  additional  rules  to  be  followed; 
and  the  need  for  clarification  of  what 
happens  when  an  applicant  or  recipient 
refuses  to  give  or  apply  for  a  social  se¬ 
curity  number  (SSN ) . 

Under  section  137  of  Pub.  L.  92-603, 
the  Social  Security  Amendments  of  1972, 
the  Secretary  is  required  to  assure  that 
SSNs  are  assigned  to  appropriate  groups 
of  individuals,  including  applicants  for 
and  recipients  of  Federally  financed  ben¬ 
efits.  The  final  regulations  require  that 
the  State  agency  request  each  applicant 
or  recipient  to  furnish  his  SSN  or  to  ap¬ 
ply  for  one  If  he  does  not  have  one.  In 
accordance  with  section  7  of  the  Privacy 
Act  of  1974,  such  a  request  may  become 
a  requirement  only  if  the  State  had  in 
existence  and  operating  prior  to  January 
1,  1975,  a  system  of  welfare  or  Medicaid 
records  for  which  disclosure  of  SSN  was 
required,  by  statute  or  regulation,  in  or¬ 
der  to  verify  the  identity  of  the  indi¬ 
vidual.  The  agency  is  also  required  to 
verify  any  SSN  furnished  to  it  and  to 
assist  an  applicant  or  recipient  to  apply 
for  one  if  he  wishes  to  do  so.  Granting 
or  continuing  assistance  to  otherwise 
eligible  individuals  may  not  be  delayed 
pending  verification  of  their  SSNs  by 
the  agency  or  issuance  of  their  SSNs  by 
the  Social  Security  Administration. 

.  All  other  respondents  objected  on  the 
grounds  that  the  requirement  consti¬ 
tutes  an  invasion  of  privacy  and  violation 
of  confidentiality,  or  is  philosophically 
unacceptable. 

These  objections  reflect  mutual  con¬ 
cern  about  the  potentiality  of  misuse  of 
automated  personal  data  systems.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  safeguards  are  needed 
for  all  systems.  SSA  records  are  subject 
to  strong  rules  for  safeguarding  of  in¬ 
formation.  Furthermore,  SSA  does  not 
maintain  data  on  AFDC,  or  Medicaid  or 
on  social  services  provided  to  recipients 
of  those  programs. 

The  securing  of  SSNs  is  a  cooperative 
effort  between  SSA,  SRS  and  State  wel¬ 
fare  agencies.  SSA  will  provide  training 
and  guidelines  for  the  verification  of  age, 
citizenship  or  alien  status,  and  true 
identity,  and  will  plan  and  schedule  mass 
enumeration  in  consultation  with  States. 

It  should  be  noted  that  section 
101(c)(5)(C)  of  Pub.  L.  93-647  adds  a 
new  section  402(a)  (25)  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  effective  July  1, 1975,  which 
requires  applicants  and  recipients,  as  a 
condition  of  eligibility  for  assistance,  to 
furnish  social  security  account  numbers 
to  the  State  agency.  The  Department 
has  published  a  regulation  to  Implement 
the  statutory  change. 
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After  consideration  of  all  comments, 
the  proposed  regulations,  with  minor 
technical  changes  and  new  content  to 
clarify  when  a  separate  application  is  re¬ 
quired  for  Medicaid,  are  hereby  adopted. 

Section  206.10,  Part  206,  Chapter  n, 
Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  revising  paragraph 
(a)(1)  (iv) ,  adding  a  new  subdivision  (a) 
(l)(v),  and  revising  paragraph  (a)(9), 
to  read  as  set  forth  below : 

§  206.10  Application,  determination  of 
eligibility  and  furnishing  of  assist¬ 
ance. 

<a)  State  plan  requirements.  A  State 
plan  under  title  I,  IV-A,  X,  XIV,  XVI,  or 
XIX  of  the  Social  Security  Act  shall  pro¬ 
vide  that; 

(1)  Each  individual  wishing  to  do  so 
shall  have  the  opportunity  to  apply  for 
assistance  under  the  plan  without  delay. 
Under  this  requirement: 

<i)  Each  individual  may  apply  under 
whichever  of  the  State  plans  he  chooses; 

(ii)  The  agency  shall  require  a  writ¬ 
ten  application,  signed  under  a  penalty  of 
perjury,  on  a  form  prescribed  by  the 
State  agency,  from  the  applicant  him¬ 
self,  or  his  authorized  representative,  or, 
where  the  applicant  is  incompetent  or 
incapacitated,  someone  acting  responsi¬ 
bly  for  him; 

(iii)  An  applicant  may  be  assisted,  if 
he  so  desires,  by  an  individual(s)  of  his 
choice  (who  need  not  be  a  lawyer)  in 
the  various  aspects  of  the  application 
process  and  the  red etermination  of  eligi¬ 
bility  and  may  be  accompanied  by  such 
individual  (s)  in  contacts  with  the 
agency  and  wrhen  so  accompanied  may 
also  be  represented  by  them;  and 

(iv)  (A)  Individuals  found  eligible  for 
financial  assistance  under  a  State  plan 
for  title  I,  IV-A,  X,  XIV,  or  XVI  (AABD) 
are  eligible  for  medical  assistance  with¬ 
out  a  separate  application. 

(B)  Aged,  blind,  or  disabled  individ¬ 
uals  found  eligible  for  Supplementary 
Security  Income  benefits  under  title  XVI 
of  the  Act  or  for  State  supplemental  pay¬ 
ments  are  eligible  for  medical  assistance 
without  a  separate  application  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  provided  for  in  agreements  between 
the  individual's  State  of  residence  and 
the  Social  Security  Administration; 
and 

(C)  Individuals  not  found  eligible  as 
specified  in  paragraph  (a)(l)(iv)  (A) 
or  (B)  of  this  section  must  file  a  sepa¬ 
rate  application  for  medical  assistance. 

(v)  (A)  For  assistance  under  title  XIX, 
the  agency  shall  request  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  the  social  security  number  (SSN)  of 
each  individual  (including  children)  for 
whom  assistance  is  requested.  Under  this 
requirement,  the  agency  shall  advise  the 
applicant  whether  disclosure  of  such 
number  is  mandatory  or  voluntary,  by 
what  statute  or  other  authority  such 
number  is  requested,  and  what  uses  will 
be  made  of  it.  Disclosure  of  the  SSN  may 
be  made  mandatory  only  if  the  State  had 
in  existence  and  operating  prior  to 
January  1,  1975,  a  system  of  welfare  or 
Medicaid  records  for  which  disclosure  of 
the  SSN  was  required,  by  statute  or  regu¬ 


lation,  in  order  to  verify  the  identity  of 
the  individual.  If  any  individual  cannot 
provide  a  SSN  either  because  he  has  not 
been  issued  one  or  he  does  not  know 
his  SSN,  and  wishes  to  secure  one,  the 
agency  shall  assist  him  in  filling  out  an 
application  for  such  number  on  such 
forms  and  under  such  procedures  as  may 
be  required  by  the  Social  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration  (SSA)  and  shall  transmit 
it  to  the  SSA.  Under  this  requirement, 
the  agency  shall  also  obtain  such 
evidence  as  may  be  required  under  SSA 
regulations  to  establish  the  age,  citizen¬ 
ship  or  alien  status,  and  true  identity  of 
such  applicant,  and,  where  the  case 
record  attests  that  a  previous  social 
security  number  has  been  issued,  request 
verification  of  the  number  by  SSA. 
Where  disclosure  of  the  SSN  is  volun¬ 
tary,  no  individual  who  is  otherwise  eligi¬ 
ble  shall  be  denied  assistance  because 
of  failure  or  refusal  to  disclose  or  apply 
for  a  SSN,  and  the  individual  shall  be  so 
informed. 

<B)  The  provisions  of  paragraph  (a) 
(1)  (v)  (A)  of  this  section  shall  apply  to 
title  IV-A  for  the  period  prior  to  July  1, 
1975. 

(C)  The  agency  shall  not  deny  or 
delay  assistance  to  an  eligible  individual 
pending  issuance  by  SSA  or  verification 
by  the  agency  of  his  SSN. 

•  *  •  *  * 

<9)  Where  an  individual  has  been  de¬ 
termined  to  be  eligible,  eligibility  will 
be  reconsidered  or  redetermined; 

(i)  When  required  on  the  basis  of  in¬ 
formation  the  agency  has  obtained  pre¬ 
viously  about  anticipated  changes  in  the 
individual’s  situation; 

<ii)  Promptly,  within  30  days,  after 
a  report  is  obtained  which  indicates 
changes  in  the  individual’s  circumstances 
that  may  affect  the  amount  of  assistance 
to  which  he  is  entitled  or  may  make  him 
ineligible;  and 

(iii)  Periodically,  within  agency-es¬ 
tablished  time  standards,  but  not  less 
frequently  than  every  6  months  in  AFDC, 
and  every  12  months  in  the  other  cate¬ 
gories,  including  medical  assistance,  on 
eligibility  factors  subject  to  change.  Un¬ 
der  this  requirement; 

(A)  For  recipients  of  assistance  under 
title  IV-A  or  XIX,  the  agency  shall  verify 
that  the  case  record  contains  a  social 
security  number  (SSN)  for  each  recip¬ 
ient,  including  children;  if  the  case 
record  does  not  contain  a  SSN,  the 
agency  shall  follow  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (a)(l)(v)  of  this 
section  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a 
SSN;  and 

(B)  For  any  recipient  whose  social  se¬ 
curity  number  was  established  as  part 
of  the  case  record  without  corroborative 
evidence  of  age,  citizenship  or  alien 
status,  and  true  identity,  the  agency  shall 
obtain  verification  thereof  under  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a) 
(1)  (v)  of  this  section. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Effective  date:  The  regulations  in  this 
section  shall  be  effective  September  29, 
1975. 
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(Sec.  1102,  49  Stat.  647  (4*  U.3.C.  1302)  ) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.714,  Medical  Assistance  Program, 
13.761,  Public  Assistance-Maintenance  (State 
Aid)) 

Dated:  June  1 3, 1975. 

John  A.  Young, 

Acting  Administrator,  Social  and 
Rehabilitation  Service. 

Approved:  June  20, 1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-10868  FUed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 

CHAPTER  X — OFFICE  OF  ECONOMIC 
OPPORTUNITY 

PART  1061— CHARACTER  AND  SCOPE 
OF  SPECIFIC  COMMUNITY  ACTION 
PROGRAMS 

Subpart — Summer  Youth  Recreation 
Programs 

The  Director  of  the  Community  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration  proposes  to  establish 
the  rules,  regulations  and  grant  applica¬ 
tion  procedures  set  forth  below  relative 
to  the  Summer  Youth  Recreation  Pro¬ 
gram  authorized  under  section  222(a) 
(13)  of  the  Community  Services  Act  of 
1974. 

This  subpart  is  published  hereby  as  an 
interim  regulation  which  will  serve  as 
the  basis  for  initiating  the  grant  appli¬ 
cation  process  on  a  contingency  basis. 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  submit 
eomments,  data,  etc.  by  July  15,  1975  to: 
James  R.  King,  Chief,  Manpower  Team, 
Office  of  Operations,  Community  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration,  1200  19th  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

Effective  date:  July  1, 1975. 

1061.20- 1  Applicability. 

1061.20- 2  Definitions. 

1061.20- 3  Purpose. 

1061.20- 4  Summer  youth  recreation  pro¬ 

gram — description  and  com¬ 
ponents. 

1061.20- 5  Eligible  sponsors/alternates. 

1061.20- 6  Eligible  participants. 

1061.20- 7  Funding. 

1061 .20- 8  Application  process. 

1061 .20- 9  Expenditure  of  funds. 

1061.20- 10  Coordination  with  other  pro¬ 

grams. 

1061.20- 11  General  requirements. 
Appendices  A — E. 

Authoritt:  Sec.  662.  78  Stat.  630;  42  U.S.C. 
2942. 

References: 

(a)  OEO  Instruction  6801-1,  Grantee  Fiscal 
Responsibility  and  Auditing,  (b)  CSA  Manual 
2410-1,  Accounting  System  Survey  and  Audit 
Guide  for  CSA  Grants,  (c)  OEO  Instruction 
6807-2,  Grantee  Quarterly  Financial  Reports, 
(d)  OEO  Instruction  6807-2  ch-1.  Grantee 
Quarterly  Financial  Reports,  (e)  OEO  In¬ 
struction  700 1-0 la,  Grantee  Property  Admin¬ 
istration.  (f)  OEO  Instruction  6809-01,  Bond 
Coverage  of  Officials. 

Bert  A.  Gallegos, 

Director. 

§  1061.20—1  Applicability. 

This  subpart  applies  to  grantees  fund¬ 
ed  under  section  222(a)  (13)  of  the  Com¬ 
munity  Services  Act  of  1974  if  the  assist¬ 
ance  Is  administered  by  the  Community 
Services  Administration. 


§  1061.20-2  Definitions. 

(a)  “Act”  shall  mean  the  “Headstart, 
Economic  Opportunity,  and  Community 
Partnership  Act  of  1974"  (Pub.  L.  93- 
644). 

(b)  “Allocation”  shall  mean  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  funds  among  prime  spon¬ 
sors  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
under  section  102  of  the  CETA  Act  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  formulas  contained  in 
the  Act. 

(c)  “Certification”  shall  mean  a  legally 
binding  statement  that  certain  require¬ 
ments  have  been  fulfilled. 

(d)  “CETA  Act”  shall  mean  the  Com¬ 
prehensive  Employment  and  Training 
Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-203,  as  amended) . 

(e)  “Chief  elected  official”  and  “chief 
executive  officer”  shall  include  their  des¬ 
ignees. 

(f)  “Community  Action  Agency”  shall 
mean  a  political  jurisdiction,  public 
agency,  or  private  nonprofit  agency 
which  has  the  power  and  authority  and 
will  perform  the  functions  set  forth  in 
section  212  of  the  Act  and  is  determined 
to  be  capable  of  planning,  conducting, 
administering  and  evaluating  a  commu¬ 
nity  action  program  and  is  currently 
designated  as  a  community  action  pro¬ 
gram  by  the  Director. 

(g)  “CSA  Regional  Director”  shall 
mean  the  ten  Regional  Directors  of  the 
Community  Services  Administration  who 
are  responsible  for  directing  CSA  pro¬ 
grams  in  specified  geographical  areas  of 
the  country. 

(h)  “Director”  shall  mean  the  Director 
of  the  Community  Services  Administra¬ 
tion. 

(i)  “Economically  disadvantaged” 
shall  mean  a  person  who  is  a  member  of 
a  family  as  defined  under  CETA  income 
poverty  guidelines. 

(j)  “Summer  Youth  Program”  shall 
mean  the  Summer  Program  for  Econom¬ 
ically  Disadvantaged  Youth  funded  un¬ 
der  Title  m,  section  30b(a)  (3)  of  the 
Comprehensive  Employment  and  Train¬ 
ing  Act  of  1973  and  administered  by  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

§  1061.20—3  Purpose. 

This  subpart  sets  forth  the  policies, 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Community 
Services  Administration  (CSA)  in  im¬ 
plementing  and  administering  Summer 
Youth  Recreation  programs  authorized 
under  section  222(a)  (13)  of  the  Com¬ 
munity  Services  Act  of  1974. 

§  1061.20—4  Summer  youth  recreation 
program— description  and  compon¬ 
ents. 

(a)  Description.  (1)  The  Summer 
Youth  Recreation  program  is  designed  to 
provide  recreational  opportunities  for 
economically  disadvantaged  children 
during  the  summer  months.  The  pro¬ 
grams  will  be  conducted  in  conjunction 
with  the  Summer  Youth  Program  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  US.  Department  of  La¬ 
bor.  Summer  Youth  enrollees  should  be 
utilized  to  the  maximum  extent  possible 
in  the  conduct  of  this  program. 

(2)  Hie  programs  shall  begin  as  soon 
as  possible  after  the  Spring  closing  of 


school  and  shall  not  extend  beyond  the 
beginning  of  the  Pall  school  term.  In  no 
case  shall  the  programs  continue  beyond 
September  30,  1975. 

(3)  To  the  maximum  extent  possible. 
Summer  Youth  Recreation  program  sites 
shall  be  located  directly  in  low-income 
communities  or  areas  to  ensure  that  dis¬ 
advantaged  youth  are  the  beneficiaries 
of  the  programs.  Activities  shall  be  con¬ 
ducted  in  as  many  low-income  areas  of 
the  sponsor’s  jurisdiction  as  possible 
within  the  constraints  of  effective  pro¬ 
gram  management  and  support. 

(b)  Components.  Summer  Youth  Rec¬ 
reation  ,:rograms  will  consist  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  components:  (1)  Recreation  sup¬ 
port  programs  will  provide  recreation 
opportunities  such  as  playground  activi¬ 
ties;  organized  sports  and  games,  arts 
and  crafts,  informational  tours,  cultural 
field  trips,  instruction  in  the  creative 
arts  and  special  events. 

(2)  Transportation  support  programs 
will  provide  transportation  services  to 
such  cultural,  recreational,  educational 
or  employment  activities. 

(Note:  Ten  percent  of  each  grant  should 
be  allocated  for  transportation  support 
activities.) 

§  1061.20— .»  Eligible  sponsors/ alter¬ 
nates. 

(a)  Eligible  agencies.  Agencies  eligi¬ 
ble  to  receive  summer  recreation  funds 
shall  be  prime  sponsors  under  Title  I  of 
the  CETA  Act. 

(b)  Alternate  sponsors.  The  CSA  Re¬ 
gional  Director  may  make  provision  for 
the  use  of  an  alternative  sponsor  under 
Title  I  of  CETA  if  a  sponsor  for  any  rea¬ 
son  is  unable  or  fails  to  establish  or 
maintain  an  acceptable  Summer  Youth 
Recreation  Program. 

(c)  Delegate  Agencies/ subyrants.  A 
Summer  Youth  Recreation  sponsor  may 
enter  into  contracts  or  subgrants  under 
the  provision  set  forth  in  OEO  Form  280, 
Agreement  for  Delegation  of  Activities. 

§  1061.20—6  Eligible  participants. 

Participants  in  a  Summer  Youth  Rec¬ 
reation  program  shall  be  youth  too  young 
to  obtain  employment  and  be  econom- 
icrlly  disadvantaged.  The  main  target 
group  for  the  Summer  Youth  Recreation 
program  shall  be  disadvantaged  youth 
between  the  ages  of  8  and  13. 

§  1061.20-7  Funding. 

(a)  Allocation  of  funds.  Section  222(a) 
(13)  of  the  Community  Services  Act  of 
1974  states  that  the  allocation  of  Sum¬ 
mer  Youth  Recreation  program  funds 
shall  be  made  by  the  Director  after  con¬ 
sultation  with  the  Secretary  of  Labor  on 
the  basis  of:  (1)  The  relative  number  of 
public  assistance  recipients  in  the  areas 
served  by  such  prime  sponsor  or  other 
agency  as  compared  to  the  Nation;  (2) 
the  relative  number  of  unemployed  per¬ 
sons  in  such  area  as  compared  with  the 
Nation;  and  (3)  the  relative  number  of 
related  children  living  with  families  with 
Incomes  below  the  poverty  line  in  such 
area  as  compared  to  the  Nation.  That 
part  of  any  allotment  which  the  Director 
determines  will  not  be  needed  may  be  re- 
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alloted  at  such  dates  during  the  fiscal 
year  as  the  Director  may  fix,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  feasible  in  proportion  to  the  original 
allotments.  In  making  Summer  Youth 
Recreation  allocations  under  the  Act,  the 
Director  shall  insure,  to  the  maximum 
extent  possible,  that  for  the  program 
commencing  in  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1975,  and  for  the  program  in 
each  succeeding  fiscal  year  no  sponsor 
shall  receive  an  amount  less  than  the 
amount  received  for  such  programs  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1973 
or  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1974, 
whichever  is  higher. 

(b)  Non-Federal  share;  waiver  of. 
Non-Federal  share  required  by  section 
225(c)  is  hereby  waived  for  all  programs 
funded  under  section  222(a)  (13),  Sum¬ 
mer  Youth  Recreation  Programs.  The 
waiver  is  automatic  and  does  not  require 
a  request  for  waiver  from  applicant  for 
grants  due  to  the  lateness  of  the  program 
implementation. 

§  1061.20—8  Application  process. 

(a)  Role  of  the  CAA.  The  Community 
Action  Agency  or  Agencies  operating 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Summer 
Youth  Recreation  program  sponsor  shall 
be  given  an  opportunity  to  formally  com¬ 
ment  on  the  Summer  Youth  Recreation 
program  grant  application  and  to  recom¬ 
mend  approval  or  disapproval  to  the  CSA 
Regional  Director.  Community  Action 
Agencies  shall  be  provided  with  a  copy  of 
the  Summer  Youth  Recreation  program 
grant  application  at  the  same  time  that 
the  proposal  is  submitted  to  the  CSA  Re¬ 
gional  Director.  The  CAAs  will  have  five 

(5)  days  within  which  to  recommend  ap¬ 
proval  or  disapproval  to  the  CSA  Re¬ 
gional  Director.  The  Community  Services 
Administration  retains  final  approval 
authority. 

(b)  Forms /documentation  required. 
The  forms  and  other  documents  to  be 
used  in  applying  for  Summer  Youth  Rec¬ 
reation  Programs  will  be  made  available 
to  eligible  sponsors  by  the  CSA  Regional 
Directors.  The  forms  to  be  used  in  ap¬ 
plying  for  a  Summer  Youth  Recreation 
Program  are  as  follows: 

(1)  OEO  Form  301,  Summary  of  Grant 
Application 

(2)  OEO  Form  325,  Budget  Summary 

(3)  OEO  Form  325a,  Budget  Support 

(4)  OEO  Form  394,  Checkpoint  Pro¬ 
cedure  for  Coordination 

(5)  CAP  Form  84,  Participant  Charac¬ 
teristics  Plan 

(6)  Statement  of  Accounting  System 
Certification,  Appendix  A  to  this  subpart 
(for  use  by  public  agencies) 

(7)  OEO  Form  280,  Agreement  for  Del¬ 
egation  of  Activities 

(8)  Program  Narrative  Description 
(See  Appendix  B) 

(Note:  Detailed  instructions  for  the 
preparation  of  the  above  documents  can 
be  found  in  Appendix  C) 

(c)  Deadline  for  submission  of  appli¬ 
cations.  Summer  Youth  Recreation  grant 
applications  shall  be  submitted  to  CSA 
Regional  Directors  by  June  30,  1975. 

§1061.20—9  Expenditure  of  Fund*. 

(a)  Allowable  Costs.  (1)  Administra¬ 
tion,  including  salaries,  wages  and  fringe 


benefits  of  program  administrators  (but 
not  program  staff);  consumable  office 
supplies;  rent  and  utilities;  telephone 
and  postage;  travel  of  program  admin  - 
istrators  and  audit  costs.  No  more  than 
20  percent  of  the  funds  may  be  expended 
of  this  category. 

(2)  Recreation  services  Including  but 
not  limited  to:  purchase  of  recreation 
equipment*  and  supplies  up  to  $200  per 
unit  cost  to  be  used  in  support  of  the 
program;  rental  of  recreation  equipment 
and  supplies  to  be  used  in  support  of  the 
program;  admission  to  special  events; 
field  trip  expenses;  salaries;  wages,  fringe 
benefits  and  orientation  of  program  staff, 
such  as  art  Instructors  and  playground 
supervisors;  transportation  for  partici¬ 
pants  and  program  staff;  lunches  or  food 
provided  as  an  integral  part  of  a  rec¬ 
reation  activity;  recreation  clothing  and 
insurance.  The  standards  to  be  used  for 
the  procurement  of  supplies,  equipment 
and  other  material  and  services  with 
Federal  grant  funds  are  those  described 
in  reference  (e) . 

*  *  •  ♦  # 

(3)  Transportation  services,  including 
but  not  limited  to:  bus  tokens,  and 
rental  of  charter  buses,  taxis,  cars  and 
vans. 

(b)  Non-Allowable  Costs.  (1)  Summer 
Youth  Recreation  program  funds  shall 
not  be  expended  on  office  equipment,  in- 
place  installations,  capital  improvements, 
to  compensate  participants  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  or  to  purchase  transportation  vehi¬ 
cles  or  equipment  such  as  cars,  vans,  or 
buses. 

(2)  Summer  Youth  Recreation  funds 
shall  not  be  used  to  finance  any  other 
program  activities  and  services  not  au¬ 
thorized  under  the  Summer  Youth  Rec¬ 
reational  Program  such  as,  but  not  lim¬ 
ited  to,  work  experience,  on-the-job 
training  of  public  service  employment 
activities. 

(3)  Summer  Youth  Recreation  pro¬ 
gram  funds  shall  not  be  used  to  finance 
trips  outside  a  100  mile  radius  of  the 
sponsor’s  jurisdiction  unless  the  trip 
has  received  the  specific  written  approval 
of  the  CSA  Regional  Director  or  his 
designee. 

§  1061.20—10  Coordination  villi  other 
programs. 

(a)  The  Summer  Youth  Recreation 
program  will  be  closely  coordinated  with 
the  anti-poverty  programs  of  the  Com¬ 
munity  Action  Agency  serving  the  Juris¬ 
dictions  covered  by  the  Summer  Youth 
Recreation  program  with  a  view  to  mini¬ 
mizing  possible  duplication  of  effort  and 
providing  efficiencies  in  the  use  of  com¬ 
mon  facilties  and  services. 

(b)  Sponsors  should  coordinate  Sum¬ 
mer  Youth  Recreation  programs  with 
manpower  and  social  service  programs. 
Including  the  Summer  Youth  Employ¬ 
ment  Program  and  other  CETA  man¬ 
power  activities. 

(c)  The  extensive  outreach  and  in¬ 
take  capability  of  the  Community  Action 
Agencies  should  be  utilized  to  the  maxi¬ 
mum  extent  possible.  The  CAA  network 


1  Disposition  of  property  will  be  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policy  stated  In  C8A  In¬ 
struction  7001-Cla. 


of  Neighborhood  Service  Centers  in  dis¬ 
advantaged  communities  provide  a  ready 
means  of  assuring  that  the  dis¬ 
advantaged  are  effectively  served  by  the 
program.  In  addition,  transportation 
services  may  be  provided  as  services  for 
participants  in  the  Summer  Youth  Pro¬ 
gram  and  thus  supplement  transporta¬ 
tion  support  activities  carried  out  under 
the  Summer  Youth  Recreation  Program. 

(d)  Sponsors  may  utilize  the  Summer 
Feeding  Program  for  low-income  chil- 
tional  activities  as  well  in  most  in¬ 
stances)  in  schools,  community  centers, 
parks,  playgrounds,  storefronts  and 
other  settings.  (See  Appendix  E  for  list¬ 
ing  of  State  School  Lunch  Directors  who 
can  assist  you  in  applying  for  the  pro¬ 
gram.) 

(e)  Participants  in  the  Summer  Youth 
Program  and  other  manpower  programs, 
incuding  public  service  jobs  incumbents 
under  the  CETA  Act,  should  be  utilized 
as  program  and  administrative  staff  in 
the  Summer  Youth  Recreation  Program 
to  the  maximum  extent  feasible  by  using 
the  Summer  Youth  Recreation  Program 
sites  as  work  stations. 

§1061.26-11  Ccneral  requirements. 

(a)  Maintenance  of  effort.  No  sponsor 
shall,  because  of  funds  granted  under 
section  222(a)  (13)  of  the  Act,  reduce  or 
decrease  funds  already  planned  for  Sum¬ 
mer  Youth  Recreation  activities  of  a  na¬ 
ture  similar  to  those  provided  under  the 
aforementioned  Section. 

(b)  Liability  issuance.  An  eligible  ap¬ 
plicant  will  assure  that:  (1)  General 
liability  Insurance  (bodily  injury  type) 
protects  the  sponsor  against  claims  aris¬ 
ing  from  bodily  injury  or  death  to  third 
parties,  including  youths  participating 
in  the  recreation  support  programs,  oc¬ 
curring  on  its  business  premises  or 
through  its  operations,  except  those 
arising  from  motor  vehicles  away  from 
the  premises,  those  covered  by  any  Work¬ 
men’s  Compensation  Law,  and  other  ex¬ 
clusions  stated  in  the  policy.  The  required 
coverage  for  bodily  injury  shall  be  $50,000 
per  person  and  $100,000  per  accident.  In 
the  case  of  those  organizations  which 
could  raise  the  defense  of  sovereign  im¬ 
munity,  the  insurance  policy  shall  pro¬ 
vide  that  this  defense  will  not  be  raised 
by  the  organization  of  the  insurer;  and 

(2)  automobile  liability  insurance  cov¬ 
erage  of  $100,000  per  persons  and  $300,- 
000  per  accident  for  bodily  injury  and 
$5,000  per  accident  for  property  damage 
is  provided  and  that  automobile  compre¬ 
hensive  and  collision  of  at  least  $100 
deductible  is  provided. 

(c)  Bonding.  Prior  to  the  release  of 
funds  to  any  grantee,  public  or  private, 
CSA  must  receive  written  assurance  that 
arrangements  have  been  made  for  ap¬ 
propriate  bonding  of  grantee  officials. 
(See  Appendix  D  for  CSA’s  policy  state¬ 
ment  on  Bond  Coverage  of  Officials.) 

(d)  Program  progress  report.  Sponsors 
shall  submit  a  program  progress  report 
on  the  results  of  the  Summer  Youth 
Recreation  Program  to  the  appropriate 
CSA  Regional  Office  no  later  than 
October  20, 1975.  Reporting  form  will  be 
provided  by  CSA  in  advance  of  the  re¬ 
porting  deadline. 
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(e)  Financial  reporting.  A  financial 
report  is  to  be  submitted  by  October  20, 
1975  to  the  appropriate  CSA  Regional 
Office  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  and  procedures  set  forth  In  refer¬ 
ence  Cc). 

(f)  Auditing.  Audit  requirements  for 
this  program  are  to  be  met  by  complying 
with  §  1061.20-8(b)  (6)  of  this  subpart 
and  the  special  conditions  that  will  be 
incorporated  into  the  grant  package. 

(g)  Monitoring  and  evaluation.  Moni¬ 
toring  and  evaluation  of  Summer  Youth 
Recreation  Programs  will  be  performed 
by  Community  Action  Agency  (ies)  serv¬ 
ing  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Summer 
Youth  Recreation  Program  sponsor. 
CAA’s  will  make  advance  arrangements 
with  program  sponsors  for  monitoring 
activity.  In  those  cases  where  there  is 
no  CAA  serving  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Summer  Youth  Recreation  Program 
sponsor,  the  CSA  Regional  Office  will 
make  alternate  monitoring  and  evalua¬ 
tion  arrangements. 

(h)  Safety  and  health  conditions.  Par¬ 
ticipants  shall  not  be  exposed  to  condi¬ 
tions  which  are  unsanitary  or  hazardous 
or  dangerous  to  their  safety  or  health. 

(i)  Licensing.  All  transportation  serv¬ 
ices  under  this  program  will  be  from 
sources  properly  licensed  and  insured  to 
provide  carriage  of  the  public,  and  which 
are  operated  in  compliance  with  all  ap¬ 
plicable  local,  State  and/or  Federal 
statutes  covering  public  transportation. 

Appendix  A 

Statement  to  be  submitted  by  appropriate 
public  financial  officer  when  the  applicant 
is  a  public  agency  or  when  the  accounting 
system  of  a  private-nonprofit  agency  will 
be  maintained  by  a  public  agency. 

(Address  of  Regional  or  Program 
Office  of  6*6.  as  appropriate) 

Dear  Sirs: 

I  am  the  chief  financial  officer  of  (name 
of  public  body)  and.  In  this  capacity,  I  will 
be  responsible  for  providing  financial  serv¬ 
ices  adequate  to  insure  the  establishment 
and  maintenance  of  an  accounting  system 
for  the  (name  of  applicant)  which  is  a  pub¬ 
lic  (or  non-profit)  agency  charged  with 
carrying  out  an  OEO  program  in  (name  of 
community) .  The  accounting  system  will 
have  Internal  controls  adequate  to  safeguard 
the  assets  of  such  agency(les),  check  the  ac¬ 
curacy  and  reliability  of  accounting  data, 
promote  operating  efficiency,  and  encourage 
compliance  with  prescribed  management 
policies  of  the  agency  (les) . 

Signature  of  financial  officer 


Name  of  financial  officer 


Title 


Name  of  public  body 


Statement  to  be  submitted  when  applicant  is 
a  private-nonprofit  agency  (or  a  public 
agency )  whose  accounting  system  will  not 
be  maintained  by  a  public  agency. 


(Address  of  Regional  or  Program 
Office  of  OEO,  as  appropriate ) 

Dear  Sirs: 

I  am  a  certified  or  duly  licensed  public 
accountant  and  have  been  engaged  to  ex¬ 
amine  and  report  on  the  financial  accounts 
of  the  (name  of  applicant),  which  is  a 
private-nonprofit  organization  (or  public 
agency)  carrying  out  an  OEO  program  In 
(name  of  community). 

-  I  have  reviewed  the  accounting  system 
that  this  agency  has  estabUshed  and.  In  my 
opinion.  It  Includes  internal  controls  ade¬ 
quate  to  safeguard  the  assets  of  the  agency, 
check  the  accuracy  and  reliability  of  ac¬ 
counting  data,  promote  operating  efficiency, 
and  encourage  compliance  with  prescribed 
management  policies  of  the  agency. 


Signature  of  accountant 


Name  of  accountant 


Name  of  firm 
Appendix  B 

Narrative  Description  of  Program 

The  above  narrative  description  will  be 
prepared  as  shown  below.  Applicants  should 
present  a  clear  and  concise  description  of 
each  item  addressed  In  the  narrative  using 
charts,  graphs,  maps,  etc. 

Narrative  Description  of  Program: 

A.  Prepare  a  statement  regarding  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  Summer  Youth  Recreation  pro¬ 
gram.  This  statement  should  focus  on  the 
recreational  needs  of  the  economically-dis¬ 
advantaged  youth  residing  in  the  area 
covered  by  this  project. 

B.  Describe  the  types  of  recreational  activi¬ 
ties  and  services  that  will  be  provided  the 
youth  served  by  the  program.  Include  an 
estimate  of  the  costs  for  each  activity  or  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  program.  Specify  any  field  trips, 
sports  events,  cultural,  recreational  or  educa¬ 
tional  trips  outside  ttee  Jurisdiction  (s) 
covered  by  the  applicant  agency. 

C.  Provide  a  list  of  the  recreational  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  that  will  be  purchased  for 
the  program,  particularly  any  equipment 
costing  over  $200.00. 

D.  Describe  the  community  or  geographic 
area(s)  that  will  be  served  by  the  recreational 
opportunities  of  the  program. 

E.  Prepare  an  estimate  of  the  number  of 
recreational  opportunities  to  be  offered  in 
the  program.  Include  an  estimate  of  the  num¬ 
ber  of  opportunities  that  each  type  of  activ¬ 
ity  or  service  described  In  B  above  will  pro¬ 
vide. 

P.  Prepare  a  statement  describing  the  re¬ 
sults  and  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the 
recreation  program  In  terms  of  both  the  com¬ 
munity  and  participants  served.  In  relation 
to  the  recreational  needs  of  the  community. 

G.  Describe  how  the  program  will  be  co¬ 
ordinated  and  linked  with  other  manpower 
and  social  service  programs.  For  example, 
utilizing  administrative  staff  of  Summer 
Youth  Program  to  administer  the  recreation 
program.  Using  the  local  CAAs  assistance  In 
outreach.  Intake  capability  and  other  support 
services.  In  addition,  transportation  services 
may  be  provided  through  the  Summer  Youth 
Program  and  thus  supplement  transportation 
support  activities  carried  out  under  this  pro¬ 
gram. 

H.  Describe  the  method  in  which  partici¬ 
pants  will  be  recruited,  selected  and  eligibil¬ 
ity  is  determined  (to  ensure  that  those  most 
In  need  are  served  by  the  program). 


Applicants  are  encouraged  to  discuss  the 
narrative  requirements  as  well  as  any  other 
application  requirements  with  CSA  Regional 
Office  representatives  to  ensure  that  the  ap¬ 
plication  Is  as  complete  and  accurate  as  pos¬ 
sible  before  It  Is  submitted  for  approval. 

Appendix  C 

Instructions  for  Preparation  of  Summer 
Youth  Recreation  Documents 

Eligible  applicants  should  submit  the 
original  and  two  copies  of  all  required  forms 
and  documents  to  the  appropriate  CSA  Re¬ 
gional  Director  by  June  11,  1975.  One  copy 
of  the  grant  application  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  CAA/s  serving  the  Jurisdictions  covered 
by  the  Summer  Youth  Recreation  program 
at  the  same  time  as  the  application  is  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Regional  Office.  The  following 
instructions  are  provided  to  assist  applicants 
in  completing  grant  application  forms: 

Summary  of  Grant  Application.  OEO  Form 
301 

Item  1.  Type  of  Application — check  “new." 

Item  2.  Name  of  OEO  Project  Manager — 
to  be  provided  by  CSA  Regional  Office. 

Item  3.  Name  of  Applicant  Agency— enter 
the  name  of  the  applicant,  the  name  of  the 
primary  organizational  unit  which  will  un¬ 
dertake  the  grant  supported  activity. 

Item  4.  Address — enter  the  complete  ad¬ 
dress  of  the  applicant. 

Item  5.  Applicant  Agency  Program  Man¬ 
ager— enter  the  name  of  person(s)  directly 
assigned  to  this  project. 

Item  6.  Telephone  Number  of  Program 
Manager — enter  the  telephone  number  of 
person(s)  directly  assigned  to  this  project. 

Item  7.  Political  Jurisdictions  in  Which 
OEO  Funded  Activities  Will  Take  Place: 

a.  Counties — enter  the  counties  to  be 
served  by  this  project.  If  the  applicant  Is  the 
state  or  "balance  of  the  state. "  the  area 
served  may  be  Indicated  as  the  “balance  of 
the  state.” 

b.  Cities — enter  the  cities  or  city  to  be 
served  by  the  project  (e.g..  City  of  Chicago. 
City  of  Boston,  etc.) .  If  the  project  Is  serving 
balance  of  state,  indicate  balance  of  state. 

c.  Congressional  District — enter  the  con¬ 
gressional  distrlct(s)  in  which  the  applicant 
is  located. 

Item  8.  Type  of  Area  Served  by  Project — 
check  the  appropriate  block  (s)  defined  in 
Item  8  to  be  served  by  this  project. 

Item  9.  Total  Population  In  Area  Served — 
enter  the  total  population  residing  In  the 
area  to  be  served  by  this  project. 

Item  10.  Type  of  Agency — “not  applicable 
for  this  project.” 

Item  11.  Internal  Revenue  Services  Em¬ 
ployer  Identification  Number — enter  the  em¬ 
ployer  Identification  number  assigned  by  the 
U.S.  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Item  12.  Applicant  Type — check  the  appro¬ 
priate  block  in  which  the  applicant  is  lo¬ 
cated  (e.g.,  city  government,  county  govern¬ 
ment,  etc.);  check  other  If  applicant  type  is 
not  shown  In  Item  12  and  specify  type  of 
applicant. 

Item  13.  Applicant  Function— check  the 
most  applicable  block  (s).  Check  “other”  if 
applicant  function  is  not  defined  In  Item  13 
and  specify  function  of  applicant. 

Item  14.  Will  the  Administration  of  Any 
Part  of  the  Work  Program  be  Delegated  to 
Another  Agency? — check  the  appropriate 
block.  If  “yes,”  applicant  must  submit  the 
required  form  shown  In  Item  14. 

Item  15.  Funding  Period  For  Which  Funds 
Are  Requested: 

a.  Beginning  Date — enter  the  approximate 
date  the  project  la  expected  to  begin. 
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b  Ending  Date — enter  the  approximate 
date  the  project  Is  expected  to  end.  (All 
projeots  will  terminate  by  October  1,  1975.) 

Item  16.  Total  Requested  Budget  Per  OEO 
Form  325 : 

a.  OEO  Federal — enter  the  amount  allo¬ 
cated  by  the  Director.  CSA  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor  will  provide  eligible  applicants  the 
amount  allocated  by  the  Director. 

b.  Non -Federal — not  applicable. 

Section  III.  Former  Office  of  Economic 
Opportunity  Employees — not  applicable. 

Sections  IV- VII.  These  Sections  are  ap¬ 
plicable  and  binding  by  the  applicant  on  the 
signature  of  the  chief  elected  official  or  the 
authorized  representative  of  the  applicant 
agency. 

The  following  special  Instructions  for 
completing  the  remaining  forms  are  set 
forth  only  In  those  cases  where  data  re¬ 
quired  Is  not  considered  to  be  self  explana¬ 
tory. 

Budget  Summary,  OEO  Form  325 

Item  3A.  Grant  No. — this  number  to  be 
entered  by  the  CSA  Regional  Office. 

Item  8C.  Program  Account  Title  and  No. — 
to  be  provided  by  CSA  Regional  Office. 

Section  I.  Budget  Summary — eligible  ap¬ 
plicants  will  complete  Column  C  only.  Col¬ 
umn  C  corresponds  with  Columns  A  (Cost 
Category  No.)  and  B  (Cost  Category).  Enter 
the  estimated  expenditures  in  Columns  C.l 
(OEO  Federal)  and  C.2  (Non-Federal),  based 
upon  the  amount  of  funds  allocated  by  the 
Director  In  each  applicable  cost  category. 
Total  for  Column  C.l  should  agree  with  the 
amount  allocated  the  applicant.  Column 
C.2 — not  applicable. 

Section  H.  Estimated  Future  Costs — not 
applicable. 

Budget  Support  Sheet,  Part  I  (Salaries  and 
Wages)  and  Part  n  (Budget  Support  Data). 
OEO  Form  325a. 

Part  I.  Salaries  and  Wages  (Itemization  of 
Cost  Category  No.  1.1) — enter  the  appro¬ 
priate  data  as  specified  based  upon  the 
amount  allocated  (e.g.,  estimate  expendi¬ 
tures  In  support  of  this  project) . 

Part  n.  Budget  Support  Date  (Itemization 
of  Cost  Categories  Other  Than  Salaries  and 
Wages.  Show  Subtotal  for  Each  Co6t  Cate¬ 
gory)— enter  the  estimated  expenditures  for 
each  item  as  specified. 

Checkpoint  Procedure  for  Coordination,  OEO 
Form  394 

This  form  Is  to  be  used  to  solicit  comments 
from  the  Community  Action  Agency  in  the 
Jurisdiction  in  which  the  applicant  agency 
is  located. 

In  order  to  facilitate  Implementation  of 
the  program,  we  suggest  that  eligible  appli¬ 
cants  file  a  “notice  of  Intent”  Immediately 
with  their  local  Clearinghouse  using  the 
documents  normally  required.  Applicants 
should  also  forward  to  the  Clearinghouse  a 
copy  of  the  grant  application  as  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible  with  a  statement  requesting  that  com¬ 
ments  be  sent  directly  to  the  appropriate 
CSA  Regional  Director,  due  to  time  con¬ 
straints  on  Implementation  of  the  program. 

Participant  Characteristics  Plan,  CAP  Form 
84 

This  form  is  not  to  be  submitted  as  part  of 
the  grant  application;  however,  prime  spon¬ 
sors  must  have  this  document  on  file. 
Agreement  for  Delegation  of  Activities  Under 
Grant  No.  — ■,  OEO  Form  280 
This  form  will  be  used  by  all  eligible  ap¬ 
plicants  when  certain  activities  of  the  ap¬ 
proved  grant  application  (work  program)  is 
delegated  to  another  agency  or  organization. 
Appendix  D 

0£  e.  Bond  coverage  of  officials.  Prior  to 
the  release  of  funds  to  any  grantee,  public 
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or  private,  for  the  first  Initial  grant,  OEO 
must  receive  written  assurance  that  arrange¬ 
ments  have  been  made  for  appropriate  bond¬ 
ing  of  grantee  officials.  This  assurance  may 
either  take  the  form  of  a  statement  that  no 
bond  is  needed  (in  line  with  the  conditions 
below)  or  it  may  consist  of  a  letter  from  a 
bonding  company  or  agent  stating  the  type 
of  bond,  amount  and  period  of  coverage, 
positions  covered,  and  the  annual  cost  of  the 
bond  that  has  been  obtained. 

A  bond  does  not  need  to  be  provided  by 
a  grantee,  public  or  private,  if  funds  are  to 
be  deposited  In  a  public  treasury  and  dis¬ 
bursed  and  audited  by  local  or  State  public 
officials  who  normally  perform  these  duties. 
In  this  case,  the  financial  role  of  the  officials 
of  the  grantee  agency  must  be  limited  to 
making  withdrawals  from  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System  for  deposit  In  the  public  treas¬ 
ury  and  certifying  appropriate  expenditures 
for  disbursement.  Nor  does  a  grantee  which 
is  a  public  agency  need  to  provide  a  new 
bond  if  all  employees  who  are  authorized  to 
sign  or  countersign  checks  on  the  grantee's 
commercial  bank  account  or  to  disburse  cash 
are  already  bonded.  In  an  amount  consistent 
with  local  requirements  and  practices. 

In  all  other  situations,  grantees — whether 
public  or  private  agencies — must  take  steps 
to  secure  fidelity  bond  coverage  in  line  with 
the  following  guides; 

(1)  Coverage  should  be  secured  in  the  ag¬ 
gregate  amount  of  $25,000  for  persons  au¬ 
thorized  to  sign  or  countersign  checks  or  to 
disburse  sizeable  amounts  of  cash  (such  as 
for  payrolls) .  Persons  who  handle  only  petty 
cash  need  not  be  bonded.  Nor  Is  It  necessary 
to  bond  officials  who  are  authorized  to  sign 
Payment  Vouchers,  but  who  are  not  author¬ 
ized  to  sign  or  countersign  checks  or  to  dis¬ 
burse  cash. 

(2)  Grantees  normally  should  obtain  a  3 
year  bond,  payable  annually,  with  an  option 
to  cancel  in  the  event  the  program  ter¬ 
minates  before  three  years.  Such  terms  are 
available  from  most  surety  companies. 

(3)  Grantees  are  responsible  for  assuring 
that  appropriate  officials  of  delegate  agen¬ 
cies  are  bonded.  Existing  bond  coverage  on 
officials  of  delegate  agencies  which  are  public 
agencies  shall  be  considered  acceptable.  Cov¬ 
erage  for  officials  of  delegate  agencies  which 
are  private  organizations  shall  be  equal  to 
the  average  of  funds  to  be  expended  each 
month  (up  to  an  aggregate  amount  of  $25,- 
000.)  If  a  delegate  agency  will  expend  less 
than  $1,000  per  month  In  program  funds,  on 
the  average,  bond  coverage  Is  not  required. 

(4)  Copies  of  bonds  secured  by  the  grantee 
and  by  delegate  agencies  should  be  filed  by 
the  grantee  and  need  not  be  submitted  to 
OEO 


Appendix  E 

STATE  SCHOOL  LUNCH  DIRECTORS 

T.  G.  Smith,  205-269-6011,  Food  Service  & 
Local  Accounting,  Administrative  &  Fi¬ 
nance,  State  Department  of  Education,  460 
State  Office  Building,  Montgomery,  Ala¬ 
bama  36104. 

Mr.  Marge  Dawes,  Coordinator,  School  Lunch 
Services,  State  Department  of  Education, 
Alaska  Office  Building,  Pouch  F,  Juneau, 
Alaska  99801. 

Mrs.  Frances  Sullivan,  Supervisor,  School 
Lunch  Programs,  Department  of  Educa¬ 
tion.  Pago  Pago,  Tutulla,  American  Samoa 
96920. 

Joanne  Hurley,  Director,  602-271-5198,  School 
Lunch  Program,  State  Department  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Instruction,  Suite  165,  State  Capitol, 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85007. 

J.  A.  Niven,  State  Director,  School  Lunch 
Division,  West  Central,  USDA  Regional 
Office,  State  Department  of  Education,  Ed¬ 
ucation  Building,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas 
72201. 


Mr.  Webber,  Supervisor, 

School  Lunch  Program, 

State  Department  of  Education, 

721  Capitol  Mall, 

Sacramento,  California  95814. 

Mr.  Pohle  H.  Wolfe,  Consultant, 

School  Food  Services, 

State  Department  of  Education, 

520  State  Office  Building, 

Denver,  Colorado  80203. 

Ms.  Ann  R.  Tolman, 

203-566-2544, 

School  Lunch  Program. 

State  Department  of  Education, 

State  Capitol  Building, 

Hartford,  Connecticut  06116. 

Mr.  R.  L.  John, 

302-678-4718, 

State  Supervisor  of  School  Lunch, 
Department  of  Public  Instruction, 

Box  191,  • 

Dover,  Delaware  19901. 

Mr.  Joseph  M.  Stuart,  Director, 

Department  of  Food  Services, 

Public  Schools  of  District  of  Columbia. 
Presidential  Building,  Room  806, 

415  12th  Street,  N.W., 

Washington,  D  C.  20004. 

Mr.  George  Hockenbery,  Acting  Director, 
904-488-4186, 

School  Food  Service. 

State  Department  of  Education, 

Tallahassee,  Florida  32304. 

Miss  Josephine  Martin,  Chief  Consultant. 
404-656-2457, 

Southeast  Regional  Office, 

School  Food  Service  Program, 

State  Department  of  Education. 

Room  211,  State  Annex  Building, 

156  Trinity  Avenue,  S.W., 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30308. 

Mrs.  Audrey  M.  Hansen,  School  Lunch  Con¬ 
sultant,  SPC,  School  Lunch  Program, 
Department  of  Education. 

Government  of  Guam. 

P.O.  Box  DE, 

Agana,  Guam  96910. 

Mr.  Stanley  Doucette,  Director, 

808—548^6583, 

School  Lunch  Service, 

State  Department  of  Education, 

P.O.  Box  2360, 

Honolulu,  Hawaii  96804. 

Mr.  Cecil  F.  Olsen.  Director, 

208-384-2411, 

School  Lunch  Program, 

State  Department  of  Education. 

Room  205,  Statehouse, 

Boise,  Idaho  83701. 

Mr.  Robert  Ohlzen,  217-782-6500,  School 
Lunch  Division,  Office  of  the  Superintend¬ 
ent  of  Public  Instruction,  316  8outh  Sec¬ 
ond  Street,  Springfield,  Illinois  62701. 

Mr.  John  Harter.  School  Lunch  Division, 
State  Department  of  Public  Instruction, 
Room  803,  State  Office  Building,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Indiana  46204. 

Mr.  Lavern  E.  Carpenter,  Director,  School 
Lunch  Program,  State  Department  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Instruction,  Grimes  State  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50319. 

Miss  lone  George,  913-296-2276,  School 
Lunch  Program,  State  Departme  nt  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Instruction,  Kansas  State  Education 
Building,  120  East  10th  Street,  Topeka, 
Kansas  66612. 

Mr.  C.  E.  Bevins,  Director,  502-664-4210,  Di¬ 
vision  of  School  Lunch.  State  Department 
of  Education,  Bureau  of  Pupil  Personnel 
Services,  State  Office  Building,  2nd  Floor, 
Frankfort,  Kentucky  40601. 

Ronald  Carrlere,  604-389-6998,  School  Food 
Services,  State  Department  of  Education, 
P.O.  Box  44064,  State  Capitol,  20th  Floor. 
Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  70804. 

Miss  Gertrude  Orlney,  Director.  207-289- 
2371,  School  Lunch  Program,  State  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Education,  State  House,  Augusta, 
Maine  04380. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL.  40,  NO.  127 — TUESDAY,  JULY  1,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


27«w 


Ms.  Ruthetta  L.  Gilgasli,  School  Lunch  Pro¬ 
gram,  301-796-8300,  State  Department  of 
Education,  State  Office  Building,  301  West 
Preston  Street,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21201. 

Mr.  John  C.  Stalker,  Director,  Office  of  School 
Lunch  Programs,  617-727-5764,  State  De¬ 
partment  of  Education,  182  Tremont  Street, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02111. 

Mr.  James  L.  Borough,  Supervisor,  School 
Lunch  Section.  617-373-3347,  School  Man¬ 
agement  Services,  State  Department  of 
Education,  1020  South  Washington  Ave¬ 
nue,  Lansing,  Michigan  48902. 

Mr.  C.  E.  Holt.  Director,  612-296-6104,  School 
Lunch  Section,  State  Department  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  State  Centennial  Building,  4th 
Floor,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55101. 

Mr.  John  H.  Walker,  State  Supervisor, 
601-364-6916,  School  Lunch  Program,  State 
Department  of  Education,  P.O.  Box  771, 
Woolfolk  State  Building,  Room  306,  Jack- 
son,  Mississippi  39205. 

Mr.  Wilbert  Grannemann,  314-751-§526, 
School  Lunch  Section,  State  Department 
of  Education,  Jefferson  Building,  P.O.  Box 
480,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri  65102. 

Mr.  Brlsbln  Sktlee.  406-449-2501,  School 
Lunch  Program,  State  Department  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Instruction.  805  North  Main  Street, 
Helena,  Montana  69061. 

Mr.  Allen  A.  Elliott,  Director,  402-471-2254, 
Midwest  Regional  Office  USD  A,  School  Food 
Services,  State  Department  of  Education, 
411  South  13th  Street.  2nd  Floor,  Lincoln, 
Nebraska  66808. 

Miss  Eleanor  Bateman.  Supervisor,  702-885- 
5700,  West  USD  A  Region,  School  Lunch 
Program.  State  Department  of  Education, 
Heroes  Memorial  Building,  Room  208,  Car- 
son  City,  Nevada  88701. 

Mr.  George  Bussell.  603-271-2140,  School 
Lunch  Program.  State  Department  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  State  House,  Concord,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  03301. 

Mrs.  Miriam  E.  Hughes,  609-292-8527,  Coor¬ 
dinator  of  Food  Services,  Federal  Assistance 
Program,  Office  of  Educational  Field  Serv¬ 
ices,  State  Department  of  Education,  225 
West  State  Street.  Trenton,  New  Jersey 
08625. 

Mrs.  Gretchen  Plagge,  Director,  505-827-2591, 
School  Lunch  Division.  State  Department 
of  Education,  Capitol  Building,  Santa  Fe, 
New  Mexico  87501. 

Mr.  Richard  O.  Reid,  518-474-2121,  Mr. 
Thomas  Calvin.  518-474-1566,  Assistant  for 
Federally  Aided  Programs,  Division  of  Edu¬ 
cational  Finance,  State  Department  of 
Education,  194  Washington  Avenue,  Al¬ 
bany,  New  York  12224. 

Mr.  Ralph  W.  Eaton,  Director,  919-829-7162, 
School  Food  Services,  State  Department  of 
Public  Instruction,  P.O.  Box  12197,  Cam¬ 
eron  Village,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27605. 

Mrs.  Roberta  Bosch,  701-224-2294,  School 
Lunch  Program,  West  Region  USDA,  State 
Department  of  Public  Instruction,  State 
Capitol  Building,  Blsmark,  North  Dakota 
58501. 

Mr.  Wade  D.  Bash,  Chief,  614-466-2945. 
School  Lunch  Program,  State  Department 
of  Education,  761  Northwest  Boulevard, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43212. 

Mr.  Chester  Coulter,  Director,  School  Lunch 
Division,  405-521-3327,  Oliver  Hodge,  Me¬ 
morial  Education  Building  Room  340,  2600 
Lincoln  Boulevard,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla¬ 
homa  73105. 

Mr.  Lyle  N.  Riggs,  Supervisor,  503-378-3579, 
School  Lunch  Program,  West  Region  USDA, 
Oregon  Board  of  Education,  Room  324, 
Public  Service  Building,  Salem,  Oregon 
87310. 

Mr.  Kenneth  Reinhardt,  Jr.,  Chief,  717-787- 
1426,  School  Lunch  and  Nutrition,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Public  Instruction,  Box  911,  Black- 
stone  Building,  Room  800,  112  Market 
Street,  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania  17126. 


Ms.  Mary  Blanco,  Director,  School  Lunch¬ 
rooms  Division,  Department  of  Education, 
809-764—1 100,  P.O.  Box  1229,  Hato  Rey, 
Puerto  Rico  00919. 

Mrs.  Maureen  O'Connell,  Acting  Chief,  School 
Lunch  Services,  State  Department  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  Roger  Williams  Building,  Hayes 
Street,  Providence,  Rhode  Island  02908. 

Miss  Kathleen  Gaston,  State  Supervisor,  803- 
758-2346,  Southeast  Regional  Office,  School 
Lunch  Program,  State  Department  of  Ed¬ 
ucation,  916  Rutledge  Building,  Columbia, 
South  Carolina  29201. 

Mr.  Paul  M.  Marschalk,  Director,  605-224- 
3413,  Division  of  Educational  Food  Services, 
State  Department  of  Public  Instruction, 
State  Capitol  Building,  Pierre,  South  Da¬ 
kota  57501. 

Mr.  Lawrence  Bartlett,  Director,  Southeast 
Regional  Office,  615-741-2927,  School  Lunch 
Program,  State  Department  of  Education, 
C3-303-Cordell  HuU  Building,  Nashville, 
Tennessee  37219. 

Mr.  Cole,  Chief  Consultant,  612-475-4363, 
West  Central  Office,  School  Lunch  Program, 
Texas  Education  Agency,  Capitol  Station, 
Austin,  Texas  78711. 

Miss  Hattie  Baker.  School  Lunch  Director, 
c/o  Office  of  the  High  Commissioner,  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands,  Saipan, 
Mariana  Islands  96850. 

Mr.  Cluff  Snow,  801-328-6471,  Division  of 
School  Food  Services,  1400  University  Club 
Building,  136  East  South  Temple,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84111. 

Mr.  Edward  Ryan,  Chief,  Educational  Field 
Services,  802  833-81+6,  State  Department 
of  Education,  State  Office  Building,  Mont¬ 
pelier,  Vermont  05608. 

Mr.  John  F.  Miller,  Supervisor,  804-776-2604. 
School  Lunch  Program,  State  Department 
of  Education,  9th  Street  Office  Building, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23216. 

Mr.  Lionel  Hilaire,  Supervisor,  School  Lunch 
Office,  Department  of  Education,  Charlotte 
Amalie,  St.  Thomas,  Vlrgtn  Islands  00801. 

Mr.  John  L.  Stevens,  Supervisor,  School 
Lunch  Office,  Department  of  Education, 
P.O.  Box  1,  Christlansted,  St.  Croix,  Virgin 
Islands  00820. 

Mrs.  Ena  Simpson,  Supervisor,  206-753-6706, 
Food  Services.  West  USDA,  State  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Public  Instruction,  Room  220,  Old 
Capitol  Building,  Olympia,  Washington 
98501. 

Mrs.  Faith  Gravenmier.  304  346-6800,  State 
Director  of  School  Lunch,  State  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Education,  310-46  Street,  S.E., 
Charleston,  West  Virginia  26305. 

Mr.  Edward  J.  Post,  Administrator,  Mid-West 
Regional  Office,  608-266-3509,  School  Food 
Service  Program.  State  Department  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Instruction,  126  Langdon  Street,  6th 
Floor,  Madison,  Wisconsin  53703. 

Mr.  Sidney  Werner,  Acting  Director,  807-777- 
7293,  School  Lunch  Program,  State  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Education,  State  Capitol  Building, 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82001. 

Miss  Eleanor  Bateman,  Supervisor,  702-885- 
6700,  West  USDA  Region,  School  Lunch 
Program,  State  Department  of  Education, 
Heroes  Memorial  Building,  Room  208, 
Carson  City,  Nevada  88701. 

Mr.  Oeorge  Bussell.  603-271-2140,  School 
Lunch  Program,  State  Department  of  Ed¬ 
ucation,  State  House,  Concord,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  03301. 

Mrs.  Miriam  E.  Hughes,  609-292-8527,  Co¬ 
ordinator  of  Food  Services,  Federal  As¬ 
sistance  Program,  Office  of  Educational 
Field  Services,  State  Department  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  226  West  State  Street,  Trenton, 
New  Jersey  08626. 

Mrs.  Gretchen  Plaggs,  Director,  605-827- 
2591,  School  Lunch  Division,  State  De¬ 
partment  of  Education,  Capitol  Building, 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501 . 


Mr.  Richard  O.  Reid,  518-474-2121,  Mr. 
Thomas  Calvin,  618-474-1566,  Assistant  for 
Federally  Aided  Programs,  Division  of  Ed¬ 
ucational  Finance,  State  Department  of 
Education,  194  Washington  Avenue,  Al¬ 
bany,  New  York  12224. 

Mr.  Ralph  W.  Eaton,  Director,  919-829-7162. 
School  Food  Services,  State  Department  of 
Public  Instruction,  P.O.  Box  12197,  Cam¬ 
eron  Village,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27605 

Mrs.  Roberta  Bosch,  701-224-2294,  School 
Lunch  Program,  West  Region  USDA,  State 
Department  of  Public  Instruction,  State 
Capitol  Building,  Blsmark,  North  Dakota 
58501. 

Mr.  Wade  B.  Bash,  Chief,  614-466-2945, 
School  Lunch  Program,  State  Department 
of  Education,  751  Northwest  Boulevard, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43212. 

Mr.  Chester  Coulter,  Director,  School  Lunch 
Division,  406-521-3327,  Oliver  Hodge, 
Memorial  Education  Building  Room  340, 
2600  Lincoln  Boulevard,  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma  73105. 

Mr.  Lyle  N.  Riggs,  Supervisor,  603-378-3579, 
School  Lunch  Program,  West  Region  USDA, 
Oregon  Board  of  Education,  Room  324, 
Public  Service  Building,  Salem.  Oregon 
97310. 
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PART  1068— COMMUNITY  ACTION  PRO 
GRAM  GRANTEE  FINANCIAL  MANAGE¬ 
MENT 

Subpart — Non-Federal  Share  Criteria 

The  purpose  of  this  subpart  Is  to  up¬ 
date  the  Community  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration’s  policy  on  the  general  subject  of 
non-Federal  share.  Non-Federal  share 
requirements  for  specific  programs  will 
be  found  in  separate  subparts  under  this 
Part.  These  regulations  are  filed  as  in¬ 
terim  regulations  effective  July  1,  1975 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  provisions  of 
the  Community  Services  Act  of  1974.  CSA 
welcomes  comments  and  suggested 
changes  and  will  revise  its  regulations  in 
light  of  the  comments  received  if  war¬ 
ranted.  CSA  will  consider  all  comments 
received  prior  to  August  1,  1975.  Please 
address  all  comments  to:  Mr.  Angel 
Rivera,  Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Director 
for  Operations,  Community  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration,  1200-19th  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

See  • 

1068.10- 1  Applicability. 

1068.10- 2  Definitions. 

1068.10- 3  Background. 

1068.10- 4  What  U  Non-Federal  share? 

1068.10- 5  What  form  may  Non-Federal 

share  take? 

1068.10- 6  Items  which  may/may  not  be  In¬ 

cluded  as  Non-Federal  share. 

1068.10- 7  Who  may  provide  Non-Federal 

share? 

1068.10- 8  Valuation  of  ln-klnd  contribu¬ 

tions. 

1068.10- 9  Accounting  for  the  Non-Federal 

Share. 

Axjthowtt:  Sec.  602,  78  Stat.  630;  42  U.S.C. 
2942. 

Bert  A.  Gallegos. 

Director. 

Effective:  July  1, 1975. 

§  1068.10-1  Applicability. 

This  subpart  is  applicable  to  grants 
funded  under  Titles  n,  EQ-B  and  VTI  of 
the  Economic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964  as 


FIDEtAl  REGISTER,  VOl.  40,  NO.  127— TUESDAY,  JUtY  1,  1975 


27666 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


amended  if  the  assistance  is  administered 
by  the  Community  Services  Administra¬ 
tion. 

§  1068.10—2  Definitions. 

(a>  Non-Federal  Share.  That  portion 
of  project  or  program  costs  not  borne  by 
the  Federal  Government. 

<b>  Federal  Share.  That  portion  of  the 
total  costs  provided  by  the  Federal  Govt. 

§  1068.10—3  Background. 

(a>  Sections  225(c),  235(b),  and  714 
of  the  Community  Services  Act  of  1974 
require  the  contribution  of  non-Federal 
share  by  grantees  funded  under  sections 
221,  222(a),  235,  and  712  of  that  Act.  In 
addition  the  Director  of  the  Community 
Services  Administration  may  administra¬ 
tively  require  a  non-Federal  share  con¬ 
tribution  from  grantees  funded  under 
other  sections  of  the  Act  if  the  grants  are 
administered  by  Community  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

(b)  This  subpart  attempts  to  in¬ 
corporate  into  one  policy  statement  all 
general  information  on  the  subject  of 
non-Federal  share,  e.g.,  definitions  of 
Federal  and  non-Federal  share;  the 
form  non-Federal  share  may  take,  etc. 
(Exception;  OEO  Instruction  6802-la, 
Valuation  of  Volunteered  Personal  Serv¬ 
ices  for  Purpose  of  Computing  the  Non- 
Federal  Share,  remains  in  force.)  It  in¬ 
corporates  some  of  the  policy  previously 
found  in  OEO  Instruction  6802-08;  in 
addition  it  includes  new  material,  e.g., 
valuation  of  in-klnd  contributions. 

§  1068.10—4  Wliat  is  Non-Federal  share? 

In  general  non-Federal  share  is  that 
portion  of  the  Community  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration-approved  project  or  pro¬ 
gram  costs  not  borne  by  Community 
Services  Administration.  In  all  but  ex¬ 
ceptional  cases  (see  i  1068.10-7)  the  non- 
Federal  share  is  from  a  source  other  than 
another  Federal  agency. 

§  1068.10—5  What  form  may  Non-Frd- 
cral share  take? 

(a)  The  non-Federal  share  of  pro¬ 
gram  costs  may  be  contributed  in  cash 
or  in-kind.  A  contribution  is  treated  as 
a  “cash”  contribution  in  any  case  in 
which  money  is  disbursed  by  the  grantee 
or  a  delegate  agency  to  pay  expenses  of 
the  program.  A  contribution  may  be 
treated  as  “in-kind”  if  it  is  in  the  form 
of  real  property  owned  by,  donated  or 
loaned  to  the  grantee  or  a  delegate 
agency;  non-expendable  personal  prop¬ 
erty;  and  the  value  of  goods  and  services 
directly  benefiting  the  program.  Exam¬ 
ple:  A  contribution  which  consists  of  the 
imputed  rental  value  of  a  building  shall 
be  considered  as  an  in-kind  contribution, 
but  where  rent  is  actually  paid  by  the 
grantee  or  a  delegate  agency  from  do¬ 
nated  funds  it  shall  be  treated  as  a  cash 
contribution. 

(b)  In-kind  contributions  may  Include 
the  cost  of  staff  assigned  to  the  grantee, 
supporting  services  which  can  be  iden¬ 
tified  and  priced,  and  the  donation  or 
use  of  office  space,  automobiles,  office 
equipment,  and  other  facilities  and 
equipment  necessary  to  the  effective  op¬ 


eration  of  and  directly  benefiting  the 
program. 

§  1068.10—6  Items  which  may/may  not 
be  included  as  Non-Federal  share. 

(a)  Non-Federal  share  MAY  consist  of 
the  following: 

(1)  Program  costs  financed  with  cash 
contributed  or  donated  to  the  grantee  by 
public  agencies  and  institutions,  private 
organizations,  and  individuals. 

(2)  Charges  incurred  by  the  grantee 
as  project  costs.  (Not  all  charges  require 
cash  outlays  by  the  grantee  during  the 
grant  period;  examples  are  depreciation 
and  use  charges  for  buildings  and 
equipment.) 

( 3 )  Program  costs  for  volunteered  per¬ 
sonal  services  and  for  the  use  of  real  and 
personal  property  donated  by  other  pri¬ 
vate  organizations,  individuals,  or  public 
agencies  and  institutions. 

(b)  Non-Federal  share  items  MAY 
NOT  include  the  following : 

(1)  Time  spent  on  the  development, 
conduct,  and  administration  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  by  members  of  the  governing  body 
or  advisory  committees  of  the  grantee  or 
a  delegate  agency,  to  the  extent  that 
such  time  is  spent  in  their  capacity  as 
members  of  such  bodies. 

(2)  Items  such  as  legal  advice  which 
are  normally  provided  to  local  public  or 
private  agencies  by  other  governmental 
agencies  without  charge.  (To  the  extent 
that  these  services  are  NOT  normally 
provided  without  charge  they  may  be 
included.* 

(3)  Any  cost  incurred  or  contribution 
of  services  made  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  a  grant  by  the  Community  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration. 

§  1068.10—7  Who  may  provide  Non- 
Federal  share? 

(a)  The  non-Federal  share  may  be 
provided  by  any  public  or  private  agency 
or  individual.  However,  Federal  funds 
provided  by  other  Federal  programs  may 
not  be  used  as  non-Federal  share  except 
where  expressly  provided  for  in  specific 
authorizing  legislation,  e.g.  Title  I  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-383.  (See  Federal 
Register,  Vol.  39,  No.  220,  November  13, 
1974  for  implementing  regulations) .  In 
such  circumstances  the  grantee  must 
have  the  appropriate  certification  from 
the  granting  agency  and  written  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  appropriate  Community 
Services  Administration  official. 

(b)  A  contribution  also  may  consist  of 
the  use  of  space  in  a  public  building  or 
other  facility  even  though  Federal  public 
works  assistance  may  have  been  involved 
in  its  original  construction. 

§  1068.10—8  Valuation  of  in-kind  con¬ 
tributions. 

(a)  Personal  Services.  (See  $  1068.10- 
9.) 

(b)  Donated  expendable  personal 
property.  Donated  expendable  personal 
property  Includes  such  items  as  expend¬ 
able  equipment,  office  supplies,  labora¬ 
tory  supplies  or  workshops  and  class 
room,  supplies.  The  value  assessed  to  ex¬ 
pendable  personal  property  should  be 


reasonable  and  should  not  exceed  the 
market  value  of  the  property  at  the  time 
of  the  donation. 

(c)  Donated  nonexpendable  personal 
property,  buildings  and  land  or  use  there¬ 
of.  (1)  The  method  used  for  determining 
what  portion  of  the  value  of  donated 
nonexpendable  personal  property,  build¬ 
ings,  and  land  may  be  charged  as  non- 
Federal  share  depends  on  the  purpose  of 
the  grant  as  follows: 

(1)  If  the  purpose  of  the  grant  is  to 
assist  the  grantee  in  the  acquisition  of 
equipment,  buildings,  or  land,  the  total 
value  of  the  donated  property  may  be 
claimed  as  non-Federal  share. 

(ii)  If  the  purpose  of  the  grant  is  to 
support  activities  that  require  the  use  of 
equipment,  buildings,  or  land  on  a  tem¬ 
porary  or  part-time  basis,  depreciation 
or  ifse  charges  for  equipment  and  build¬ 
ings  may  be  made.  The  full  value  of 
equipment  or  other  capital  assets  and 
fair  rental  charges  for  land  may  be  al¬ 
lowed  provided  that  the  Community 
Services  Administration  has  approved 
the  charges. 

(2)  The  value  of  donated  property  will 
be  determined  in  accordance  with  the 
usual  accounting  policies  of  the  grantee 
with  the  following  qualiflo&tions: 

(i)  Land/buildings.  The  value  of  do¬ 
nated  land  and  buildings  may  not  ex¬ 
ceed  its  fair  market  value,  at  the  time  of 
donation,  as  established  by  an  independ¬ 
ent  appraiser  (e.g.,  certified  real  property 
appraiser)  and  certified  by  a  responsible 
official  of  the  grantee. 

(ii)  Nonexpendable  personal  property. 
The  value  of  donated  nonexpendable  per¬ 
sonal  property  shall  not  exceed  the  fair 
market  value  of  equipment  and  property 
of  the  same  age  and  condition  at  the  time 
of  donation. 

(ill)  Use  of  space.  The  value  of  donated 
space  shall  not  exceed  the  fair  rental 
value  of  comparable  space  and  facilities 
in  a  privately-owned  building  in  the  same 
locality. 

(iv)  Loaned  equipment.  The  value  of 
loaned  equipment  shall  not  exceed  its 
fair  rental  value.  The  basis  for  determin¬ 
ing  the  valuation  of  material,  equipment, 
buildings  and  land  must  be  documented. 

§  1068.10—9  Accounting  for  the  Non- 
Federal  share. 

(a)  The  Statement  of  OEO  Grant, 
£orm  314,  shows  the  minimum  percent¬ 
age  of  total  program  expenditures  which 
non-Federal  funds  must  constitute  In  the 
grant  period.  The  grantee  is  expected  to 
maintain  the  rate  of  contribution  of  the 
non-Federal  share  so  that  throughout 
the  grant  period  Federal  funds  will  not 
be  used  to  pay  for  a  substantially  larger 
percentage  of  project  costs  than  the  Fed¬ 
eral  funds  shown  on  the  Statement  of 
OEO  Grant  constitute. 

(b)  It  is  important  to  note  that  the 
Federal  share  may  never  exceed  either 
the  dollar  amount  shown  on  the  State¬ 
ment  of  OEO  Grant  or  the  maximum 
percentage  of  the  total  program  expendi¬ 
tures  that  this  constitutes.  The  grantee 
must  provide  only  sufficient  non-Federal 
contributions  so  that  the  Federal  share 
remains  at  or  below  the  maximum  per- 
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centage;  however,  the  grantee  may 
choose  to  provide  additional  non-Federal 
share,  to  Insure  a  margin  of  safety,  in 
the  event  that  final  audits  disallow  some 
contributions. 

(c)  The  non-Federal  share  may  be 
provided  in  one  program  account  for  the 
entire  grant  or  it  may  be  spread  among 
several  program  accounts. 

<d>  Non-Federal  share  contributions 
of  cash  shall  be  recorded  as  they  occur. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  maintain  separate 
ledger  accounts  for  the  expenditures  of 
grantee  cash. 

(e)  All  in-kind  contributions,  includ¬ 
ing  those  applicable  to  delegate  agencies, 
must  be  recorded  in  the  ledger  accounts, 
either  in  separate  accounts  or  in  separate 
columns,  as  grant  costs  when  the  in-kind 
services  or  goods  are  performed  or  re¬ 
ceived.  Records,  including  required  sup¬ 
porting  documentation,  on  in-kind  serv¬ 
ices  or  goods  performed  or  received  must 
be  established  and  maintained  on  a  cur¬ 
rent  basis. 

(f)  The  non-Federal  share  is  subject 
to  audit,  as  is  the  Federal  share. 
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PART  1068— COMMUNITY  ACTION  PRO¬ 
GRAM  GRANTEE  FINANCIAL  MANAGE¬ 
MENT 

Subpart — Non-Federal  Share  Require¬ 
ments  for  Title  II,  sections  221,  222(a) 
and  231  Programs 

The  recently  enacted  Community  Serv¬ 
ices  Act  of  1974  amending  the  Economic 
Opportunity  Act  revised  the  non-Federal 
share  contributions  required  of  grantees 
funded  under  sections  221  and  222(a)  of 
Title  II  necessitating  the  revision  of 
CSA’s  implementing  regulations  to  reflect 
this  change.  These  regulations  are  filed 
as  interim  regulations  effective  July  1, 
1975  in  order  to  effectuate  the  provisions 
of  the  Community  Services  Act  of  1974. 
CSA  welcomes  comments  and  suggested 
changes  and  will  revise  its  regulations  in 
light  of  the  comments  if  warranted.  CSA 
will  consider  all  comments  received  prior 
to  August  1, 1975.  Please  address  all  com¬ 
ments  to:  Mr.  Angel  Rivera,  Acting  Dep¬ 
uty  Assistant  Director  for  Operations, 
Community  Services  Administration, 
1200-19th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506. 

1068.20- 1  Applicability. 

1068.20- 2  Definitions  of  terms  as  used  In 

this  subpart. 

1068.20- 3  Program  authorities  for  which 

Non-Federal  share  contribution 
Is  required. 

1068.20- 4  Non-Pederal  share  requirements. 

1068.20- 5  Communities  eligible  for  waivers 

of  non-Federal  share. 

1068.20- 6  Pooling  of  non-Federal  share. 

1068.20- 7  Maintenance  of  effort. 

Appendix  A. 

Appendix  B. 

Authority  :  Sec.  602,  78  Stat.  630;  42  U.S.C. 
2942. 

Effective  date:  July  1, 1975. 

Bert  A.  Gallegos, 
Director. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

45  CFR  Chapter  10,  §  1068.1  and  1068.2 
is  revoked  and  a  new  Subpart  is  added 
to  read  as  follows : 

§  1068.20—1  Applicability. 

This  subpart  is  applicable  to  grants 
funded  under  Title  II,  sections  221,  222 

(a),  and  231  of  the  Economic  Oppor¬ 
tunity  Act  as  amended  if  the  assistance 
is  administered  by  the  Community  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration. 

§  1068.20—2  Definitions  of  terms  as 
used  in  this  subpart. 

(a)  Approved  Cost  of  Assisted  Pro¬ 
grams.  Combined  Federal  and  Non-Fed¬ 
eral  Share  for  all  programs  authorities 
under  sections  221  and  222(a)  which  leg¬ 
islatively  require  non-Federal  Share  ex¬ 
cluding  those  funds  granted  under  sec¬ 
tions  for  which  non-Federal  share  has 
been  administratively  waived  and  Legal 
Services. 

(b)  Financial  Assistance.  Federal 
funds  granted  for  all  program  authorities 
funded  under  sections  221  and  222(a) 
which  require  non-Federal  share  except 
Legal  Services. 

§  1068.20—3  Program  authorities  for 
which  INon-Fcderal  share  contribu¬ 
tion  is  required. 

(a)  Legislatively  required.  Section  225 

(c)  of  the  Act  states  that  Non-Federal 
share  will  be  required  for  assistance  pro¬ 
vided  under  sections  221  and  222(a). 
This  would  include  the  following 
programs : 

Title  II 

Local  Initiative — Section  221 
Legal  Services — Section  222(a)  (3) 

Emergency  Food  and  Medical  Services  — Sec¬ 
tion  222(a)(5) 

Senior  Opportunities  and  Services — Section 
222(a)(7) 

Environmental  Action — Section  222(a)  (10) 
Rural  Housing  Development  and  Rehabilita¬ 
tion — Section  222(a)  (11) 

Emergency  Energy  Conservation  Services — 
Section  222(a)  (12) 

Summer  Youth  Recreation — Section  222(a) 
(13) 

(1)  Exceptions  to  Non-Federal  Share 
Requirements,  (i)  Emergency  food  and 
medical  services  program.  Because  the 
requirement  of  non-Federal  share  could 
pose  serious  obstacles  to  meeting  pro¬ 
gram  objectives  on  an  emergency  basis 
the  non-Federal  share  requirements  have 
been  waived  for  this  program  since  its 
inception  and  will  continue  to  be  waived. 
The  waiver  is  automatic  and  does  not 
require  a  request  for  waiver. 

(ii)  Emergency  energy  conservation 
program — short  term  assistance  grants. 
Non-Federal  share  requirements  are 
hereby  waived  for  short  term  assistance 
grants  under  section  222(a)  (12).  This 
Includes  loans  and  grants  to  grantees  for 
assistance  to  eligible  individuals  to  help 
them  avoid  utility  cutoffs  and  to  provide 
other  direct  financial  assistance  of  an 
emergency  nature.  The  waiver  is  auto¬ 
matic  and  does  not  require  a  request  for 
waiver  from  applicants. 

(b)  Administratively  required.  State 
Economic  Opportunity  Offices — Section 
231  (SEOOs). 

§  1068.20—4  Non-Federal  aliaro  require¬ 
ments. 

(a)  Legislative  requirements.  Section 
225(c)  of  the  Community  Services  Act 
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of  1974  mandates  the  following  changes 
in  Federal  assistance  to  Community  Ac¬ 
tion  Agencies  or  other  agencies  funded 
under  sections  221  and  222(a) : 

“Unless  otherwise  provided  In  this  part, 
financial  assistance  extended  to  a  community 
action  agency  or  other  agency  pursuant  to 
sections  221  and  222(a),  .  .  .  shall  not  exceed 
80  percentum  of  the  approved  cost  of  the  as¬ 
sisted  programs  or  activities  with  respect  to 
fiscal  year  1975,  and  70  percentum  of  such 
costs  with  respect  to  fiscal  year  1976,  and 
shall  not  exceed  60  percentum  of  such  cost 
with  respect  to  fiscal  year  1977,  except  that 
in  the  case  of  community  action  agencies  re¬ 
ceiving  such  financial  assistance  annually  of 
$300,000  or  less,  such  financial  assistance 
shall  not  exceed  75  percentum  of  such  costs 
with  respect  to  fiscal  year  1976  and  shall  not 
exceed  70  percentum  of  such  costs  with  re¬ 
spect  to  fiscal  year  1977  . . 

(1)  As  a  result  of  this  decrease  in  per¬ 
centage  of  Federal  financial  assistance 
the  percentage  of  non-Federal  share  re¬ 
quired  will  automatically  increase  in 
direct  proportion,  e.g.,  a  CAA  whose  Fed¬ 
eral  financial  assistance  for  FY  1976  and 
1977  is  more  than  $300,000  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  30  percent  of  approved 
costs  of  the  assisted  programs  in  FY 
1976  and  40  percent  in  FY  1977  while  a 
CAA  whose  financial  assistance  is  $300,- 
000  or  less  will  provide  25  percent  in  non- 
Federal  share  for  FY  1976  and  30  percent 
in  FY  1977.  For  grantees  other  than 
CAAs  the  non-Federal  share  will  be  30 
percent  for  FY  1976  and  40  percent  for 
FY  1977. 

(2)  Note:  In  the  event  that  an  additional 
grant  action  is  made  subsequent  to  a  pro¬ 
gram  year  refunding  which  Increases  a 
grantee's  financial  assistance  to  a  level  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  $300,000,  the  increase  in  percentage 
of  required  non-Fedecal  share  shall  be  ap¬ 
plied  only  to  that  grant  action. 

<b>  Administrative  requirement.  The 
Director  has  the  authority  to  administra¬ 
tively  require  non-Federal  share  when 
providing  financial  assistance  under  leg¬ 
islative  authorities  not  covered  by  section 
225(c).  Therefore,  as  in  the  past,  grant¬ 
ees  receiving  financial  assistance  under 
section  231  (SEOOs)  will  be  required  to 
provide  non-Federal  share  in  the  amount 
of  20%  for  FY  1976  and  FY  1977. 

(c)  How  to  determine  percentage  of 
required  Non-Federal  share  ( CAAs  only). 
( 1 )  The  legislation  bases  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  percentage  of  Federal  share 
to  be  contributed  to  a  program  on  the 
CAA’s  annual  “financial  assistance”,  i.e. 
above  $300,000  or  $300,000  or  less.  Sec¬ 
tion  102(3)  of  the  Act  defines  the  term 
“financial  assistance”  as  used  in  Title  II 
to  include  “.  .  .  assistance  advanced  by 
grant,  agreement,  or  contract,  but  does 
not  include  the  procurement  of  plant  or 
equipment  or  goods  or  services”.  In  es¬ 
sence  “financial  assistance”  is  limited  to 
Federal  funds  only. 

(2)  Therefore,  in  computing  a  Com¬ 
munity  Action  Agency’s  financial  assist¬ 
ance  for  purposes  of  determining  the 
percentage  of  non-Federal  share  include 
only  those  Federal  funds  provided  under 
the  program  authorities  in  Title  n  which 
legislatively  require  non-Federal  share. 
(See  S  1068.20-3.)  Legal  Services  funds 
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need  not  be  included.’  Since  the  non- 
Federal  share  waiver  for  the  Emergency 
Food  and  Medical  Services  and  some 
Emergency  Energy  Conservation  Pro¬ 
grams  are  administratively  and  not  stat¬ 
utorily  directed,  funds  provided  under 
these  authorities  WILL  be  included  in 
determining  financial  assistance. 

(d)  How  to  Compute  the  Non-Federal 
Share. — (1)  Grants  to  Community  Ac¬ 
tion  Agencies,  (i)  Compute  the  “financial 
assistance.”  (See  §  1068.20-4 (c) .)  (ii) 
Use  level  of  financial  assistance  to  de¬ 
termine  percentage  of  Federal  share  as 
outlined  in  the  legislation.  (See 
§  1068.20-4(a) ). 

(iii)  Determine  “approved  cost  of  as¬ 
sisted  program”  by:  (A)  Entering  Fed¬ 
eral  funds  granted  for  each  program 
account  which  legislatively  requires  non- 
Federal  share  contribution  except  those 
funds  granted  under  sections  of  the  Act 
for  which  non-Federal  share  has  been 
waived  and  Legal  Services  (see  5  1068.20- 
3(a));  and  (B)  dividing  the  Federal 
funds  by  the  percentage  of  Federal  con¬ 
tribution  as  determined  in  paragraph 
(d)  (1)  (ii)  of  this  section. 

(iv)  Subtract  the  Federal  dollars  from 
the  approved  cost  of  assisted  program 
for  each  program  account  to  determine 
amount  of  non-Federal  share  required. 

(2)  Grants  to  Other  than  CAAs  Which 
Require  Non-Federal  Share,  (i)  Deter¬ 
mine  “approved  cost  of  assisted  program” 
by:  (A)  Entering  Federal  funds  granted; 
and  (B)  dividing  the  Federal  funds  by 
the  percentage  of  Federal  share,  i.e.  80 
percent  few  SEOOs  funded  under  section 
231 ;  and  70  percent  for  FY  1976  and  60 
percent  for  FY  1977  for  all  others. 

(ii)  Subtract  the  Federal  dollar^  from 
the  approved  cost  of  assisted  program 
to  determine  non-Federal  share. 

§  1068.20—5  Communities  eligible  for 
waivers  of  Non-Federal  share. 

(a>  Waiver  Criteria.  (1)  Section  225 
(c)  of  the  EOA  as  amended  also  provides 
that  “The  Director  may  approve  assist¬ 
ance  in  excess  of  such  percentages  if  he 
determines.  In  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tions  establishing  objective  criteria,  that 
such  action  is  required  in  furtherance 
of  the  purpose  of  (Title  ID”.  The  ob- 


1  Pub.  L.  93-355  makes  provision  for  the 
transfer  of  the  Legal  Services  Program  for 
the  Community  Services  Administration  to  a 
public  corporation  to  be  effective  90  days 
after  the  first  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Di¬ 
rectors.  Until  such  time  the  Legal  Services 
Program  continues  to  be  funded  under  sec¬ 
tion  223(a)(3)  and  as  such  would,  under 
normal  circumstances,  be  considered  in  de¬ 
termining  annual  financial  assistance  for 
purposes  of  the  Non -Federal  share.  However, 
as  a  transfer  is  imminent  pending  comple¬ 
tion  of  administrative  actions  and  as  it  is 
clearly  Congressional  Intent  that  the  Legal 
Services  Program  be  a  separate  entity,  funds 
granted  under  section  222(a)(3)  need  NOT 
be  considered  in  calculating  annual  financial 
assistance  on  which  to  base  percentage  of 
NFS. 


jective  of  CSA’s  exemption  policy  has 
been  to  assure  that  the  poorest  counties 
In  the  nation  are  able  to  participate  in 
community  action  programs  despite  their 
lack  of  local  economic  resources  to  match 
Federal  grant  funds.  These  exemptions 
will  be  continued.  Previously  the  exemp¬ 
tion  policy  was  based  on  per  capital  in¬ 
come,  i.e.  communities  whose  annual  per 
capita  income  fell  below  $750  were  ex¬ 
empted  to  the  extent  that  they  were 
unable  to  raise  non-Federal  share;  a 
partial  exemption  was  also  extended  to 
about  500  low-income  rural  counties 
whose  annual  per  capita  income  was 
above  $750  but  below  $1,000.  Both  groups, 
however,  were  expected  to  provide  NFS 
whenever  possible.  CSA  has  revised  its 
waiver  criteria  by  eliminating  the  per 
capita  provisions  and  substituting  cri¬ 
teria  which  reflect  a  percentage  of  the 
population  below  the  poverty  threshold. 
The  193  counties  with  35  percent  or  more 
of  families  poor  *  will  be  eligible  for  waiv¬ 
ers  of  a  portion  of  all  of  the  required 
NFS.  In  addition  those  counties  (442) 
with  at  least  24.5  percent  of  families 
poor =  may  request  a  waiver  of  a  portion 
of  the  non-Federal  share  but  must  pro¬ 
vide  at  least  50  percent  of  the  required 
NFS.  Appendices  A  and  B  provide  com¬ 
plete  listings  of  the  eligible  counties. 

(2)  The  above  does  not  preclude  the 
Director  from  developing  additional 
waiver  criteria  for  other  circumstances; 
however,  in  the  event  that  such  criteria 
are  developed  they  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(b)  Procedures  for  requesting  waiver. 
A  request  for  a  waiver  should  be  in  the 
form  of  a  letter  accompanying  the  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  grant  and  shall  state  (1)  the 
amount  of  the  non-Federal  share  which 
the  community  can  provide  and  (2)  that 
the  applicant  has  made  a  reasonable 
effort  to  raise  more  non-Federal  share 
and  has  been  unsuccessful.  CSA  may 
require  that  additional  evidence  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  support  of  these  representa¬ 
tions. 

(c)  Rule  for  computing  NFS  for 
multi-county  CAA  where  one  or  more 
counties  qualify  for  waivers.  (1)  In  a 
multi-county  program  determine  each 
county's  NFS  on  the  basis  of  the  relative 
proportion  of  total  target  population  in 
the  counties.  Example:  A  three  county 
CAA  with  a  target  population  of  100,000 
whose  “approved  costs  of  assisted  pro¬ 
grams”  is  $500,000 : 


Proportion  Amount  of 
County  Population  of  NFS  NFS  at 

(percent)  30  percent 


A .  20,000  20  30,000 

B _  30,000  30  *6,000 

C .  60,000  SO  75,000 


Total...  100,000  100  150,000 


(2)  If  one  or  more  counties  are  eligible 
for  waiver  the  NFS  is  first  computed  as 


•  1970  Census  of  Housing  and  Population, 
PC-l(C)  series. 


noted  above.  If  County  A  qualifies  for 
and  receives  a  waiver  of  all  NFS  the  NFS 
contribution  required  of  that  CAA  would 
be  reduced  by  $30,000. 

(3)  If  County  C  qualifies  fora  partial 
waiver,  reduce  the  $75,000  by  the  ap¬ 
proved  percentage  of  NFS  waived  and 
reduce  the  total  NFS  requirement  of 
that  CAA  by  the  resulting  dollar  figure. 

§  1068.26—6  Pooling  of  Non-IYderaI 
Share. 

(4)  CSA  will  permit  pooling  of  non- 
Federal  share  between  exempt  and  non¬ 
exempt  counties  served  by  the  same 

CAA. 

(5)  Pooling  among  those  program  ac¬ 
counts  funded  by  the  Community  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration  during  a  single  pro¬ 
gram  year  is  acceptable. 

(Note:  This  does  not  allow  pooling  with 
other  programs  authorized  under  the  Com¬ 
munity  Services  Act  which  are  administered 
by  other  Federal  agencies,  e  g.  Title  V,  Head¬ 
start  and  Follow  Through,  administered  by 
HEW.) 

§  1068.20—7  Muintcnanrc  of  effort. 

(a)  Section  225(d)  states  that  no  pro¬ 
gram  shall  be  approved  for  assistance 
under  sections  221  and  222(a)  unless  the 
Director  satisfies  himself  (1)  that  the 
services  to  be  provided  under  such  pro¬ 
gram  will  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
substitution  for,  services  previously  pro¬ 
vided  without  Federal  assistance  and 
(2)  that  funds  or  other  resources  devoted 
to  programs  designed  to  meet  the  needs 
of  the  poor  within  the  community  will 
not  be  diminished  in  order  to  provide  any 
contributions  required  under  section 
225(c). 

(b)  The  principal  intent  of  this  re¬ 
quirement  is  to  ensure  that  the  on-going 
level  of  anti-poverty  effort  in  the  com¬ 
munity  is  increased.  Federal  assistance 
is  intended  to  supplement  and  raise 
existing  levels  of  local  support  for  action 
against  poverty,  not  to  replace  it. 

(c)  To  ensure  that  the  requirements 
of  section  225(d)  are  satisfied,  both  of 
the  following  conditions  must  be  met: 

(1)  The  applicant  must  demonstrate 
that  the  proposed  expenditures,  includ¬ 
ing  any  amounts  claimed  as  non-Federal 
share,  will  represent  a  net  increase  in 
the  expenditures  from  non-Federal 
sources  for  similar  activities  for  this  pur¬ 
pose,  the  base  period  to  be  used  for  com¬ 
parison  is  FY  75. 

(2)  In  addition,  the  applicant  shall 
assure  CSA  that  the  prior  level  of  ex¬ 
penditures  or  contributions  within  the 
community  which  are  concerned  with 
poverty  will  be  maintained  in  the  sense 
that  funds  have  not  been  and  will  not 
be  diverted  from  other  activities  focusing 
on  the  needs  of  the  poor  so  as  to  finance 
the  community  action  program. 

(d)  The  requirements  of  section  225 

(d)  apply  only  with  respect  to  program 
accounts  funded  in  whole  or  in  part 
under  sections  221  and  222(a)  of  the 
Act,  and  not  to  activities  which  are 
financed  under  other  sections. 
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Appendix  A. — Cornmunily  Services  Admin¬ 
istration,  Counties  with  £4-6  percent  to 
SB  percent  low-income  families  [1970] 

Percent  of 

State  and  county  families 

below  low 
income  level 

Percent  of 

State  and  oounty  families 

below  low 
income  level 

Percent  of 

State  and  county  families 

below  low 
income  level 

Bracken _ 24.0 

Butler . . .  30. 5 

Carter . .  28. 8 

Marlboro . . . .  27. 6 

Orangeburg .  31. 4 

Sumter . . .  25. 9 

Tennessee: 

Bledsoe... . 33.1 

Cannon _ 26.8 

Chester . . .  27. 1 

PHILADELPHIA  REGION 

Maryland: 

Somerset .  .  24.6 

Edmonson . 28.2 

Estill . 33.4 

Fleming . . . . . . .  26. 5 

Virginia: 

Fulton . . . . . .  25.9 

Crockett .  25. 1 

Amelia . . .  26. 2 

Bath . . .  24.9 

Grayson .  28. 6 

Hftrt  27. 5 

Grainger .  30.6 

Brunswick . . . .  25.4 

Buchanan.. . . .  27.2 

Laurel . .  34.6 

Hardin . . . .  30.4 

Buckingham .  29. 1 

Charles  City . . .  28.8 

Mai  ion . . .  -  26.2 

Johnson . . . . . .  30.4 

Dickenson . . .  34.0 

Fluvanna  .  .  27.6 

Ohio . . .  . .  24.7 

Owen .  24.9 

Lawrence _ _ _  24. 9 

Lincoln...  _ _ _ _ _  25.2 

Halifax . . .  26.1 

King  and  Queen . . .  27. 1 

Powell . -  28.1 

Pulaski . . .  29.3 

Macon .  .  29. 1 

Marion . . . . . . .  •  25. 1 

Middlesex _ 26.0 

Nelson . 28.6 

Northampton .  32. 2 

Todd . .  .  25.7 

Trigg. .  24.6 

Mississippi: 

Morgan . . . . .  27. 6 

Perry .  . .  27. 4 

Pickett .  . .  33.9 

Rhea . . .  25.  3 

Scott _ 27.0 

Southampton .  .  27. 6 

Sussex _ 26.3 

Clarke..  . - _ _  _  33.0 

Clay .  .  25.9 

Covington . .  31.8 

Tipton . 29.4 

Trousdale . 30.6 

Union . 34.6 

Wayne....  . .  .  28.2 

Wise . 27.4 

West  Virginia: 

Barbour - 25.9 

Boone.. . 26.5 

Grant . -  28. 0 

Hardy . 26.9 

McDowejl . 29.8 

Itawamba  .  . .  25.4 

Layfayette.  .  ..  . .  28.6 

I,amar .  . . .  27. 8 

Lincoln _ _ _ _ _ _ _  29. 0 

Neshoba -  -  - -  30.0 

Newton .  . .  2!'.  6 

CHICAGO  REGION 

Illinois: 

Alexander .  ... _ _  31.8 

Pope .  .  . . .  29.3 

Minnesota: 

Mahnomen . .  26.4 

Todd... . .  . . .  24.5 

Ohio: 

Adams .  .  27.4 

Wisconsin: 

Menominee . . . . . .  34. 0 

DALLAS-FORT  WORTH  REGION 

Arkansas: 

Ashley . . .  .  25. 2 

Bradley . .  29.6 

Calhoun  . .  29. 6 

Clay . . . .  31.3 

Cleburne .  33. 8 

Cleveland. . . . . .  32.1 

Crittenden . .  32.8 

Cross . .  28. 7 

Dallas _ _ _ _ _ _  24. 7 

Desha . . .  34.2 

Drew . . .  27.1 

Hempstead . . .  28.3 

Irard .  29.7 

Jackson . .  25.0 

Johnson . . . .  25.6 

Lafayette- . . . . . .  33.0 

Lawrence .  29.5 

Logan . . .  27.7 

Lonoke . . . .  26. 2 

Madison . . .  31 3 

Marion . . . .  30.5 

Mississippi _ _  29.6 

Montgomery . . .  29. 7 

Nevada . .  31.9 

Ouachita . . .  25. 2 

Perry . . . .  31.2 

Pike . . .  24.8 

Poinsett . .  28.6 

Prairie... .  29.4 

Randolph .  29.7 

8t.  Francis .  34.8 

Scott .  28.5 

Sharp .  32.  q 

Van  Buren . .  32.  r 

White.. .  24.2 

Woodruff . . . .  34.3 

Louisiana: 

Monroe. " . . .  29.2 

Nicholas .  25.2 

Pearl  River _ _  .  26. 1 

Perry . . . . .  30. 8 

Pike .  . . .  30.8 

Pocahontas .  27.7 

Preston .  .  26.9 

Pontotoc. ..  - .  32.4 

Prentiss. .  . . . .  24. 7 

Scott.  32.6 

Roane .  27. 1 

Simpson .  .  — .  30.4 

Smith _  _ _  .  32.9 

Tucker . . .  .  .  24. 9 

Wirt .  . . .  .  29.3 

ATLANTA  REGION 

Alabama: 

Bibb . 30.0 

Butler - - - -  31. 5 

Chilton . 24.8 

Clarke . f . -  29.8 

Clay . 28.8 

Tate _  33.2 

Tippah...  .  31.8 

Union.  .  . . .  .  27.6 

Washington .  34.3 

Webster _  ...  ...  34.1 

Winston .  32.9 

North  Carolina: 

Alleghany -  26.6 

Anson.  .  . . . . .  27. 3 

Ashe . . .  - -  -  28. 0 

Dallas.. .  .  . .  31.6 

DeKalb _ _ _ _  29.5 

Beaufort .  .  25. 0 

Bladen . —  -  30.7 

Fayette... . . .  25.3 

Geneva. . - .  .  25.7 

Henry . . .  ~  31.9 

Chowan . . .  . -  25. 0 

Clay .  .  34.7 

Columbus. .  28.0 

Monroe . . .  .  34.6 

Pickens - - - - - —  32. 5 

Pike . . . .  29.9 

Edgecombe. _ _ _ _  26. 5 

Franklin - -  -  28. 3 

Gales . . .  25. 7 

Russell . - .  28.2 

Greene _  _ _ _ _ _  32.8 

Halifax.  . .  30.3 

Florida: 

Calhoun . . . . .  34. 0 

Dixie .  25.9 

Franklin _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ....  31.3 

Gadsden . 31.2 

Hertford . . . .  27. 6 

Hoke .  26.9 

Hyde . .  34. 1 

Jackson.. .  25.4 

Johnston . 24.9 

Holmes . - .  32.7 

Jackson . .  30.7 

Liberty .  28. 5 

Madison . . . . . .  32. 1 

Martin _ 28.9 

Mitchell . 28.1 

Sumter .  25. 9 

Pender . . .  28.8 

Pitt .  27. 1 

Wakulla . . .  28.9 

Walton  .  26. 8 

Robeson . . . . .  31.8 

Georgia: 

Taylor . . . . . .  31. 1 

Telfair  .  30. 9 

Warren . . . .  34.5 

Allen .  .  30. 1 

Assumption .  . .  30. 4 

South  Carolina: 

Allendale . . . . .  31.7 

Bienville .  34.1 

Caldwell  . . .  33.7 

Claiborne .  33.2 

Concordia . .  32. 2 

DeSoto.. . .  34.7 

Washfngton . . .  33.0 

'•Wheeler  .  .  ..  ...  ..  _  32.7 

Colleton .  31. 7 

Grant . . .  29. 2 

Wilcox  .  _  ...  ..  34.1 

Dillon.. .  33.2 

Iberville .  30. 6 

Wilkes  . . .  28  fi 

Edgefield . . .  30.3 

Jefferson  Davis .  28. 1 

Wilkinson.  ....  25  3 

Fairfield .  31.5 

Morehouse . _..i  32. 9 

Worth  _ _ _  _-T_  .  32.6 

Sabine . . .  34. 9 

Kentucky: 

—  - t;.  ,  •  -i,--  .  30.1 

McCormick .  34. 4 

Bath - R..;sr.n.r.R . r...:....;  31 . 3 

Marion _ _ ss.. .  32.1 

Washington .  26. 3 
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I’ercent  of 

State  and  county  families 

below  low 
income  level 

Percent  of 

State  and  county  families 

below  low 
Income  level 

State  and  eouuty 

1 

West  Baton  Rouge _  27.3 

Winn _  31.2 

New  Mexico: 

De  Baca _  .  .  _  24. 5 

Harding...  . .  28.3 

McKinley _ _ _  . .  33.7 

Meward . 27.7 

Motley . .  24. 8 

Merton ..  .  26. 0 

Pamela . .  24. 6 

Polk . . .  .  28.5 

ATLANTA  KEG  KIN 

Alabama: 

Barbour 

Bullock  . 

Choctaw  . 

Rio  Arriba . .  34.7 

Socorro . . .  29. 5 

Torrance. . 32.6 

Real . . .  27.6 

Red  River . . .  .31.8 

Crenshaw..  . . .  . 

Greene. . .  . .  . 

Tnion . . . .  *26.2 

Oklahoma: 

Atoka . . . .  29.9 

Cherokee. . . .  28.0 

Choctaw... . . . .  33.4 

Shelby . . .  26.8 

Marengo . 

Coal . 34.0 

Delaware . .  31. 0 

Haskell . 26.7 

Hughes . .  29.3 

Trinitv . 28.5 

Uvalde . 29.0 

Val  Verde . 24.5 

Sumter . 

Wilcox. .  .  . 

Florida: 

Johnston . . .  31.1 

Latimer . .  29. 8 

Le  Flore . 29.4 

Love .  26.7 

McCurtain .  32. 4 

Wilson .  . . . . .  25. 7 

KANSAS  CITY  REGION 

Missouri: 

Georgia: 

Atkinson . . . 

Baker _ _ - 

McIntosh . . .  26. 8 

Okfuskee . . . .  . . .  34.7 

Sequoyah _ _ _  28.1 

But  ler. . . . .  27. 5 

Calhoun . . . 

Texas: 

Atascosa . .  28.7 

Austin . 25.7 

Bastrop .  27. 5 

Brewster .  27. 1 

Burleson .  26. 4 

Caldwell .  27.7 

Camp .  32.0 

Dade....  _ 24.8 

Dallas . . . . . . .  m  29.6 

Douglas . 32.5 

Dunkliu . . . ."...  29. 8 

Hickory _  26.7 

Mercer . . . .  24. 5 

Mississippi _ _  _ _  33. 5 

Crawford . 

Dooly .  . . . 

Karlv . . . 

Hancock . 

Jenkins .  . . . . . 

Miller . .  . 

Quitman .  . 

Collingsworth . . . . . .  25.9 

Delta. .  2a  9 

Falls . . . .  34.6 

Fayette .  28. 1 

Foard . 28.9 

Franklin .  27. 2 

Pemiscot.  _ _ _ _  .  34. 7 

Putnam . . .  28.0 

Reynolds .  . . .  .  .  32. 6 

St.Clair _ _ _ _ _  25.6 

Taliaferro .  .  . 

Terrell . .  . . 

Treutlen . . . 

Union . . 

Goliad . 28.2 

Gonzales . 28.0 

Grimes . . . S. _ _  31.5 

H.  iston. . 33.0 

Hudspeth. . 28.2 

Texas . 25.6 

W’ashington . 25.4 

Wayne . . .  .  30. 8 

Wright _  26.4 

Nebraska: 

Boyd..  .....  32.4 

Cedar _ 27.7 

Webster . 

Kentucky: 

Bell . . . 

Breathitt . . . . . 

Jeff  Davis . . . .  2a  5 

Jim  Wells . . .  26.6 

Clinton . . . . 

Karnes .  3>  8 

Elliott 

Kenedy . 30.1 

Kent . . .  25. 1 

Lamb . 25.3 

Lavaca . 32.2 

Lee . 26.8 

Leon... _ 30.4 

Knox _  ...  . . .  27.7 

HEWER  REGION 

Colorado: 

Costilla _  _ _  _ _  34.7 

Harlan . 

Jackson . . . 

Johnson . .  . 

Knott . 

Knox . . . 

Li  mestone . . .  24. 7 

Montana: 

Blaine.  _  .  25. 2 

North  Dakota: 

Billings .  28.0 

Rolette . .  28. 9 

South  Dakota: 

Beunett . 26.9 

Charles  Mix . . . . . .  27. 8 

Corson . .  32. 4 

Live  Oak _ _ _ _  26. 6 

Madison . . . .  27. 7 

Marion . 30.9 

Martin. .  25.0 

Mason . . . .  27. 8 

Medina. . 24.8 

Menard .  27. 7 

Motley .  24.8 

Leslie .  . 

Letcher .  . . . 

McCreary _ t _ _ 

Magoffin . 

Martin . . . 

Metcalfe . . . 

Monroe. .  . . . 

Newton . . . .  26.0 

Panola . . . .  24.6 

Dewey . . .  31.5 

Hutchinson . . .  21.7 

Owsley. . .  . 

Polk . . .  2a  5 

Hyde... .  . . .  25.4 

Oklahoma: 

McIntosh _ _ _  26.8 

Mellette..  . . 26.9 

L’tah: 

San  Juan . . 33.2 

SAN  FRANCISCO  REGION 

Arizona: 

Navajo.  . 32.0 

SEATTLE  REGION 

Alaska: 

Barrow. . 27.7 

Russell . . . . 

Okfuskee . . . . .  34.7 

Sequoyah . . 1 .  28.1 

Whitley . .  . . 

Texas: 

Atascosa . . . .  2a  7 

Austin .  25.7 

Bastrop .  27.5 

Brewster .  27. 1 

Burleson . .  2a  4 

Caldwell. . . .  27.7 

Camp .  32. 0 

Missisippi: 

Amite .  . . . 

Attala. ...  . 

Benton .  . . 

Bolivar . . . 

Carroll . . . 

Choctaw . . . 

Collingsworth . .  25.9 

Delta . . . . . .  26.9 

Falls..  .  34.6 

Fayette . .  28. 1 

Foard . . .  2A9 

Franklin .  27. 2 

Goliad .  2a  2 

Gonzales . . .  2a  0 

Nome . .  31.2 

Copiah.. _ _ 

Franklin . 

Greene . . . . 

Holmes . . . 

Humprhcys . 

Issaquena. . . . . . . 

Appendix  B  .—Community  Sereicet  Administration, 
Count  in  with  SB  percent  or  more  low-income  familiei 

|1970] 

Grimes . .  34.5 

Percent  of 

State  and  County  families 

below  low- 
income  level 

Houston .  33.0 

Hudspeth .  2a  2 

Jeff  Davis . . .  26. 5 

Kemper . . . . . 

Jim  Wells .  26. 6 

Karnes . . .  32.8 

Leake . . . . . ...... 

Kenedy .  30.  i 

Kent .  25.1 

PHILADELPHIA  REGION 

Virginia: 

Madison . . .... 

Lamb .  25.3 

Lavaca . .  32. 2 

Marshall _ _ _ 

Lee. .  .  26.8 

Leon .  30.4 

West  Virginia: 

Limestone .  24. 7 

Live  Oak .  2a  6 

Madison. .  27.7 

Calhoun .  37.1 

Sharkey _ ......... _ .......... _ 

Marion . .  . 30. 9 

Gilmer .  .  37. 0 

Martin . . .  .  .  _  ..  -  25  0 

Mason . . . . .  . . .  27. 6 

Walthall _  _ 

Medina . — . . .  24. 8 

Percent  of 

families 
Mow  low 

income  level 


**..  it 
46.  6 
3  V 

r>. S 

3H.  r. 
53.  7 
HJ 
35.0 

50. 1 
37.  1 

40.3 

41.5 
45  1 

-  46  0 

35.  I 
35  t 

41.0 
45.  7 

35. 2 

43. 1 
43  0 

51.7 
35.0 
30.  2 

36. 5 
42.0 
35. 0 

40.2 

47.1 

41.8 
43.0 
41.0 
35.  5 
35.0 

35.4 

37.8 

41.2 

30.3 
54.0 

57.6 
40.0 

30.4 

43.7 

36.2 

50.2 

38.5 

56.6 

48.4 
40.0 

48.4 
55.  5 

40. 1 
.  53. 7 

48. 0 
53.  4 

33.7 
40  5 

43. 5 

61. 6 
3o.  6 

36. 1 

85.7 

50.1 

30.7 
60.0 

42.1 

37.3 

38.2 

44.7 
42.0 

35. 5 

42.5 

42.8 

35.9 

37.8 

38.8 
53.0 

53.8 

42.7 
40.  5 
50.0 

39.8 
48.0 
36.0 

38.5 

36.4 

39.8 

36.8 

44.1 

37.8 

47.5 

38.5 

49.8 

46.8 

46.2 
50.0 

66.4 
35.0 

37.3 
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Percent  of 

State  and  county  famllle* 

below  low 
Income  level 


Percent  ot 

State  and  county  families 

below  low 
Income  level 


Wilkinson.... 

Yalobusha... 

Yazoo . . 

North  Carolina: 

Bertie . 

Northampton 
Perquimans.  . 

Tyrrell . 

South  Carolina: 

Clarendon _ 

Jasper _ .... 

Williamsburg. 

Tennessee: 

Campbell _ 

Claiborne _ 

Clay _ _ 

Fayette _ 

Fentress _ 

Grundy _ 

Hancock _ 

Haywood . 

Jackson _ 

Lauderdale... 

Overton _ 

Scott _ 


Illinois: 

Pulaski. 


CHICAGO  REGION 


DALLAS-FORT  WORTH  REGION 
Arkansas: 

Chicot . 

Fulton.... _ .... _ _ _ 

Lee _ _ _ 

Lincoln . . . . 

Monroe...................  ........ _ _ 

Newton _ _ _ _ _ 

Phillips . 

Searcy........ _ ; 

Stone . . . . . . . 

Louisiana: 

Avoyelles . - 

Catahoula - 

East  Carroll - - - - 

Evangeline . . . . . . 

Franklin................. . . 

Madison . . ... 

Natctiitoches . . . 

Painte  Coupee... . . . . . 

Red  River _ _ _ _ .... _ 

Richland... . . . .......... 

St.  Helen* . . . . 

Bt.  Landry.... _ _ _ ......... 

St.  Martin . . . 

Tensa* . . . . . 

West  Carroll . . . c._ . . 

West  Feiieiana . . . . 

New  Mexico: 

Guadalupe . ^ 

Mora _ _ _ ...... - 

Sandoval _ ............ _ 

Ran  Miguel . 

Taos . . . . . 

Oklahoma: 

Adair . . . . ; . . 

Pushmataha . . 

Texas: 

Brooks.. . .... 

Cameron _ _ ; 

Dimmit ............ — _ ; 

Duval . . . ~j 

Edwards _ _ •• 

Frio _ j 

Hidalgo _ _ 

Jim  Hogg _ : 

La  Salle _ a 

Loving _ 2 

Maverick _ „ _ 

Presidio _ _ j 

San  Jacinto _ ~.i 

Starr _ _ _ _ 

Webb . 

Willacy.... 

Zapata. 


Zavala _ 


- .... 


Missouri: 

Oregon. 

Ripley. 


Kansas  crrr  region 


DENVER  REGION 

Colorado: 

North*Dakita.: .  2 

Sioux . . 

R "uth  Dakota: 

fUiftnn/w  - -  — —  „■ 


47.9 

37.4 

42.7 


Todd . 

Washabaugb 
Ziebach . 


40.8 
49.  S 
41.0 


37.8 

38.1 

36.2 


37.9 


42.5 
37.0 

40.1 

40.5 

38.2- 

38.8 
39.3 

44.5 

42.9 

40.2 

55.5 

40.8 
38.0 

39.5 

36.8 
42.1 


35. 7 


43.9 

41.6 

43.8 

30.8 
38,5 

41.9 
88.1 
36.4 

41.3 

38.3 

30.8 

51.1 

89.4 

42.1 

45.1 

37.9 
36.8 

40.4 

37.4 

44.3 

38.4 

30.2 
59. 1 

37.5 
39.4 


38.5 

W.3 

38.3 

30.9 

35.9 


41.9 

37.0 


42.0 

38.6 
51.0 

43.6 
36.9 
35.5 

42.2 

46.3 

45.7 

48. 8 
46.2 
44.1 

40.9 


52.3 

38.6 
46.2 

60.6 
43.6 


36.2 

86.6 


38.7 

38.2 


38.8 

44.6 


BAN  FRANCISCO  REGION 

Arlaona: 

Apache - - - - - 


SEATTLE  REGION 

Alaska: 

Angoon - - - 

Bethel . . . 

Kuskokwim - - 

Wade  Hampton . 


46.5 


97.2 
58.9 

55.2 
67.8 


[FR  Doc.75-17073  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


Title  46 — Shipping 

CHAPTER  IV— FEDERAL  MARITIME 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

(Docket  No.  75-7;  General  Order  16, 
Arndt.  IS] 

PART  502— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  AND 
PROCEDURE 

Informal  Procedures  for  Adjudication  of 
Small  Claims 

By  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April  4, 
1975,  the  Commission  served  notice  that 
it  intended  to  promulgate  a  rule  to 
amend  Subpart  S  of  46  CFR  Part  502 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  by  increasing  the  jurisdic¬ 
tional  limit  for  the  informal  adjudication 
of  small  claims  from  $1,000  to  $5,000. 

The  proposed  amendment  was  based 
on  a  staff  review  and  analysis  of  the 
claims  settled  during  the  period  from 
June  1972  to  January  1975.  That  review 
revealed  that  the  $1,000  limitation  set 
in  1967  has  been  eroded  by  general  eco¬ 
nomic  pressures,  requiring  a  new  limit 
to  meet  the  increased  costs  of  doing 
business  and  to  afford  a  greater  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  claimants  to  elect  the  Informal 
procedure  for  adjudication  of  small 
claims. 

In  response  to  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  three  comments  were  filed.1 
Eight  conferences  and  their  member  lines 
Joined  by  two  additional  conferences  sub¬ 
mitted  comments  in  support  of  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  amendment.  Com¬ 
ments  were  also  submitted  by  Ocean 
Freight  Consultants  Inc.  (OFC)  who  ar¬ 
gues  that  existing  negative  aspects  of 
Subpart  S  46  CFR  Part  502  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  will  be  multiplied  if  the 
limitation  Is  increased  as  proposed.  OFC 
asserts  that  an  increase  In  the  jurisdic- 


1  Comments  were  submitted  by:  (a)  North 
Atlantic  Continental  Freight  Conference, 
Nwrth  Atlantic  Baltic  Freight  Conference, 
North  Atlantic  French  Atlantic  Freight  Con¬ 
ference.  Continental  North  Atlantic  West¬ 
bound  Freight  Conference,  North  Atlantic 
United  Kingdom  Freight  Conference,  Scan- 
danavla/U.S.  North  Atlantic  Freight  Con¬ 
ference,  North  Atlantic  Westbound  Freight 
Association,  South  Atlantic  North  Europe 
Rate  Agreement,  (b)  Conti nental/U B.  Gulf 
Freight  Association,  and  United  Kingdom/ 
UJB.  Gulf  Westbound  Rate  Agreement,  and 
(c)  Ocean  Freight  Consultants  Inc. 


tional  limit  from  $1,000  to  $5,000  will  not 
necessarily  expedite  claims,  and  would 
not  safeguard  the  interests  of  claimants 
who  OFC  states  are  now  unable  to  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  of  the  decisions  of  a  Set¬ 
tlement  Officer.  We  find  no  merit  In  the 
arguments  of  OFC. 

Small  claims  determined  by  informal 
procedure  under  Subpart  S  are  so  deter¬ 
mined  with  the  consent  of  all  the  parties 
who  agree  to  be  bound  by  the  decision 
of  the  Settlement  Officer.  If  a  claimant 
wishes  the  opportunity  to  be  able  to  re¬ 
quest  a  review  of  a  decision,  he  may  do 
so  by  initiating  a  complaint  proceeding 
under  §  502.62,  Complaints,  or  Subpart 
K,  46  CFR  Part  502,  Shortened  Proce¬ 
dure,  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure. 

We  believe  that  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  which  offers  a  larger  number  of 
claimants  the  opportunity  to  select  the 
informal  procedure  will  result  In  the  ex¬ 
peditious  adjudication  of  a  greater  num¬ 
ber  of  claims  and  a  savings  in  expense  to 
the  parties  involved. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  3  and 

4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act, 

5  U.S.C.  552,  553  and  section  43  of  the 
Shipping  Act  19*6,  46  U.S.C.  841a,  the 
first  sentence  of  5  502.301  of  Title  46  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  502.3010  Policy. 

Claims  against  common  carriers  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  the  Intercoastal  Shipping  Act, 
1933,  as  amended,  In  the  amount  of  $5,000 
or  less,  for  the  recovery  of  damages  (not 
including  claims  for  loss  of  or  damage  to 
property),  or  for  the  recovery  of  over¬ 
charges,  will  with  the  written  consent 
of  all  parties,  be  determined,  pursuant 
to  this  subpart,  by  Settlement  Officers, 
to  be  delegated  by  the  Commission,  with¬ 
out  the  necessity  for  formal  proceedings 
under  the  rules  of  this  part.*  •  • 

Effective  date.  Since  the  amended  rule 
will  relieve  a  restriction  on  claimants, 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)(1)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
553) ,  this  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  immediately  on  July  1, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

I  FR  Doe. 75-17143  Filed  6-30-76; 8: 45  am] 


Title  47 — Telecommunication 

[Docket  Noe.  16004, 18053:  FCC  75-636] 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

Field  Strength  Curves  and  Field  Strength 
Measurements 

Report  and  Order — proceeding  termi¬ 
nated.  In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
SS  73.333  and  73.699,  field  strength  curves 
for  FM  and  TV  Broadcast  Stations. 
Docket  No.  16004;  amendment  of  Part  73 
of  the  rules  regarding  filed  strength 
measurements  for  FM  and  TV  Broadcast 
Stations,  Docket  No.  18052. 
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1.  In  the  above  entitled  proceeding* 
the  Commission  proposed  to  amend  Part 
73  of  its  rules  and  regulations  to  effect 
the  following  changes : 

(1)  Adoption  of  revised  F(50,50)  field 
strength  curves  for  the  television  broad¬ 
cast  service  (§  73.699)  and  the  FM  broad¬ 
cast  service  (§  73.333),  the  adoption  of 
new  F(50,10)  field  strength  curves  for 
both  services  (however,  with  the  exclu¬ 
sion  of  a  “roughness  factor”  originally 
proposed  in  Docket  16004  for  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  values  predicted  by  the  curves 
where  the  terrain  traversed  by  the  signal 
is  of  other  than  average  roughness) 

(2)  Revision  of  the  procedure  specified 
in  §  73.686  for  making  field  strength 
measurements  in  the  television  broad¬ 
cast  service,  and  a  broader  definition  of 
the  situations  in  which  the  results  of 
such  measurements  will  be  considered  as 
of  probative  value.  Also  contemplated  is 
the  incorporation  of  similar  provisions 
for  field  strength  measurements  in  the 
rules  governing  the  FM  broadcast  serv¬ 
ice. 

(3)  Modification  of  the  F(50,50)  field 
strength  values  specified  in  §  73.683  for 
Grade  B  service. 

(4)  Possible  changes  in  the  rules  to 
provide  for  the  depiction  of  areas  within 
the  television  station's  Grade  B  contour 
subject  to  interstation  interference. 

2.  Prior  to  the  consolidation  of  Dockets 
16004  and  18052  by  a  Further  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking,  adopted  April  14, 
1871  (FCC  71-422),  36  F.R.  8699  (1971), 
oomments  were  received  in  the  separate 
proceedings  concerning  the  adoption  of 
field  strength  curves  (Docket  16004)  and 
the  revision  of  the  rules  governing  the 
performance  of  field- strength  measure¬ 
ments  and  their  usage  (Docket  18052). 
The  Further  Notice  invited  comments  on 
the  proposed  adoption  of  amended  field 
strength  values  defining  Grade  B  service, 
as  a  part  of  a  “package”  which  would 
Include  rule  amendments  to  implement 
the  proposals  advanced  in  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  Dockets,  excluding,  however, 
the  “roughness  factor”  offered  for  adop¬ 
tion  in  Docket  16004.  While  disclaiming 
any  requirement  of  the  FCC  for  such 
Information,  the  Further  Notice  sought 
oomments  on  the  usefulness  of  interfer¬ 
ence  predictions  for  other  purposes,  and 
the  technical  standards  which  should  be 
employed  if  depictions  of  interference 
areas  within  Grade  B  contours  were  re¬ 
quired. 

3.  As  extended,  the  deadline  for  filing 
comments  was  set  as  July  28,  1971,  and 
for  filing  reply  comments  as  December 
29,  1971.  In  arriving  at  a  decision  in  this 
proceeding,  we  have  had  before  us  and 
have  given  fun  consideration  to  the  com¬ 
ments  filed  in  each  of  the  separate 
Dockets,  and  those  filed  in  response  to 
the  Further  Notice,  as  listed  in  Appendix 
A  below. 


>  36  FB  23333,  December  8, 1971. 
u  The  revised  field  strength  curves  are  those 
contained  in  Report  No.  R^-6602  of  the  Re¬ 
search  Division  of  the  Office  of  Chief  Engineer 
of  the  FCC,  Issued  on  September  11,  1066. 
This  Report,  which  fully  describes  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  curves,  and  the  development 
and  use  of  the  “roughness  factor”  Is  a  part 
of  the  record  of  this  proceeding. 


4.  As  many  of  the  parties  have  em¬ 
phasized,  there  are  two  major  and  in¬ 
terrelated  questions  to  be  considered  in 
this  proceeding: 

(1)  The  validity  of  these  proposals 
purely  from  an  engineering  viewpoint. 

(2)  The  effect  of  the  adoption  of  the 
proposals,  separately  or  in  combination, 
on  competitive  relationships  between 
television  broadcast  stations  and  on  their 
relationship  to  other  media  (CATV)  and 
other  services  (e.g.,  land  mobile) . 

5.  An  additional  consideration  is  the 
allegation  that  an  undue  burden,  eco¬ 
nomic  and  otherwise,  would  be  imposed 
on  television  stations  required  to  comply 
with  the  new  standards,  regardless  of 
other  effects  which  may  be  involved. 

6.  Thus,  largely  in  behalf  of  broadcast 
interests,  it  is  argued  that  the  revised 
F(50,50)  field  strength  curves  for  VHF 
are  no  more  accurate,  and  may  be  less 
accurate  than  the  curves  presently  con¬ 
tained  in  the  rules.  A.  Earl  Cullum  and 
AMST  have  provided  detailed  analyses 
of  what  they  consider  to  be  the  faulty  or 
incomplete  use  of  available  measure¬ 
ments  in  the  preparation  of  the  revised 
curves.  Opposition  to  the  adoption  of  the 
revised  F(  50,50)  curves  for  UHF  is  less 
pronounced.  That  these  curves  will  per¬ 
mit  a  better  approximation  of  UHF  field 
strengths  than  the  low  band  VHF  curves 
presently  employed  for  this  purpose  is 
recognized,  but  it  is  strongly  urged  that 
if  the  UHF  curves  are  adopted,  they 
should  be  employed  in  individual  cases 
with  corrections  for  terrain  roughness. 
However,  the  method  for  making  these 
corrections  which  we  had  proposed  to 
adopt  in  Docket  16004  (but  later  rejected 
in  the  Further  Notice)  is  held  to  be  de¬ 
fective  in  several  respects.  Cullum  sug¬ 
gests  that  the  extreme  variability  of  the 
UHF  signal  defies  any  attempt  to  depict 
service  provided  with  such  signals  by  an 
area  concept,  and  we  should  give  con¬ 
sideration  to  devising  some  other  means 
for  predicting  UHF  service. 

7.  In  the  above  connection,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  urges  that,  in  lieu  of 
revising  its  field  strength  curves  or 
amending  its  rules  regarding  field 
strength  measurements,  the  Commission 
give  consideration  to  computer  methods 
developed  by  the  Department  by  which 
realistic  estimates  of  the  quality  and  ex¬ 
tent  of  service  provided  by  each  station 
to  various  areas  can  be  developed  with 
suitable  inputs  to  the  computer  of  sta¬ 
tion  frequency,  effective  radiated  power, 
antenna  height,  and  data  on  pertinent 
terrain  irregularities  and  meteorological 
conditions.  A  technical  report  of  ESS  A, 
fully  describing  the  method,  is  appended 
to  the  Department’s  comment. 

8.  As  to  the  engineering  merits  of  the 
proposed  revision  of  Grade  B  values,  it 
is  held  that  the  Commission  has  pro¬ 
vided  insufficient  technical  support  to 
justify  the  modification  of  certain  of  the 
parameters  used  in  the  Grade  B  compu¬ 
tations:  that  certain  computations  (l.e., 
the  method  of  combining  the  effects  of 
external  and  receiver  noise)  are  faulty, 
and  that  such  information  as  is  avail¬ 
able  to  the  parties  from  other  sources 
indicates  the  Commission  has  assumed 
unrealistically  low  receiver  noise  figures 


v 

and  unrealistically  high  values  of  an¬ 
tenna  gain.  The  inclusion  of  the  effects 
of  external  noise  In  the  computation  of 
the  Grade  B  contour  value  for  low  band 
VHF  stations  creates  a  situation  where 
such  stations  produce  Grade  B  signals 
at  lesser  distances  than  do  high  band 
VHF  stations  of  comparable  power  and 
antenna  height.  It  Is  contended  that  this 
result  is  contrary  to  the  findings  of 
TASO,  and  to  common  experience. 

9.  Out  to  distances  which  include  the 
normal  service  range  of  television  broad¬ 
cast  stations,  the  revised  F(50,50)  curves 
for  VHF  frequencies  generally  show  high¬ 
er  fields  from  shorter  antennas,  and  low¬ 
er  fields  from  higher  antennas  than  do 
the  present  curves,  the  crossover  point 
occuring  at  antenna  heights  between  500 
and  1,000  feet.  The  differences  are  not 
major,  however,  except  for  extremely  low 
or  extremely  high  antennas.  It  is,  of 
course,  with  the  practical  effect  of  adop¬ 
ting  these  curves  on  stations  using  taller 
than  average  antennas  that  most  of  the 
concern  is  expressed.  However,  it  is  not 
argued  that  the  adoption  of  the  VHF 
curves  would  seriously  affect  the  viability 
of  television  stations  operating  in  this 
band.  Rather,  it  is  offered  that  the  differ¬ 
ences  between  the  present  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  VHF  curves  are  not  sufficiently 
great  as  to  justify  adoption  of  the  new 
curves,  absent  convincing  engineering 
evidence  that  the  new  curves  represent  a 
substantial  improvement  over  the  old, 
but  the  fact  that  differenoes  do  exist  is 
sufficient  to  result  In  substantial  expense 
and  hardship  to  VHF  station  licensees 
should  the  new  curves  be  adopted.  Al¬ 
though  the  Commission  has  stated  that 
if  the  proposed  rules  were  adopted,  it 
would  require  the  filing  of  revised  Grade 
A  and  B  contours  only  in  instances  where 
individual  stations  are  engaged  in  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  which  the  location  of  these 
contours  is  a  pertinent  consideration, 
the  many  Commission  procedures  whose 
resolution  requires  such  consideration 
(particularly  in  CATV  matters)  will,  in 
a  relatively  brief  period,  involve  many,  if 
not  all  stations. 

10.  The  situation  with  respect  to  UHF 
stations  is  considerably  different.  Grade 
A  and  B  contours  for  these  stations,  as 
predicted  with  the  proposed  curves,  in 
all  cases  will  fall  at  distances  from  their 
transmitters  which  are  very  substantially 
less  than  those  determined  by  the  pres¬ 
ent  curves.  While  most  of  the  parties 
who  have  commented  on  this  question 
recognize  that  the  new  curves  produce 
a  result  which  is  closer  to  reality  than  do 
the  present  low  band  VHF  curves  (some 
UHF  licensees  do  not  concede  this  to  be 
case),  the  adverse  effects  of  employing 
these  curves  Is  held  by  UHF  stations  and 
their  organizations  to  be  Httte  short  of 
disastrous.  The  salability  of  UHF  sta¬ 
tions  to  advertisers  will  be  hampered — 
it  is  claimed  that  advertisers  look  first 
at  the  size  of  the  areas  Included  within 
its  Grade  A  and  B  contours  of  a  station 
in  assessing  its  suitability  for  reaching 
the  audience  desired  by  the  advertiser. 
More  importantly,  the  UHF  station’s  po¬ 
sition  vis-a-vis  CATV  systems  in  its  area 
with  respect  to  oarrlage  and  non -dupli¬ 
cation,  which  may  have  been  established 
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only  after  prolonged  and  expensive  liti¬ 
gation,  will  be  disrupted  seriously.  These 
effects  will  ensue,  regardless  of  whether 
or  not  revised  Grade  B  values  are  adopted 
in  connection  with  the  revised  curves, 
since  the  new  Grade  B  contour  for  each 
station  will  still  fall  short  of  its  old  loca¬ 
tion.  Moreover,  the  Commission  has  of¬ 
fered  nothing  which  would  compensate, 
even  partially,  for  the  foreshortening  of 
the  Grade  A  contour  which  would  occur. 
It  is  urged  that  those  UHF  licensees  who, 
heeding  the  prompting  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  have  invested  large  sums  in  the  im¬ 
provement  of  their  transmitting  plants, 
deserve  something  better  than  an  un¬ 
toward  result  dictated  solely  by  a  blind 
adherence  to  engineering  considera¬ 
tions.2  Several  UHF  licensees  and  ACTS 
suggest  that  if  the  adoption  of  the  new 
curves  is  decided  upon,  we  “grandfather” 
existing  CATV  carriage  and  non-dupli¬ 
cation  rights  on  the  basis  of  the  present 
predicted  Grade  A  and  B  contours.  While 
some  licensees  would  be  satisfied  with 
such  “grandfathering"  with  respect  to 
existing  CATV  systems,  others  hold  it  is 
necessary  to  provide  such  protection  also 
against  systems  established  in  the  future. 

11.  In  addition  to  the  deficiencies 
which  Cullum  finds  in  the  new  curves, 
even  when  employed  for  average  terrain 
and  meteorological  conditions,  he  main¬ 
tains  we  are  remiss  in  not  making  pro¬ 
vision,  at  this  time,  for  the  special  prop¬ 
agation  conditions  existing  in  southern 
California  coastal  areas  and  in  Puerto 
Rico,  which,  he  urges,  are  even  more  ab¬ 
normal  than  those  in  the  Gulf  area, 
whose  existence  the  Commission  has 
recognized  in  its  rules  by  the  specifica¬ 
tion  of  larger  oo-channel  station  sepa¬ 
rations  in  this  area  than  are  required  in 
other  sections  of  the  country. 

12.  In  contrast  to  the  rather 'general 
opposition  to  the  adoption  of  the  new 
curves  expressed  by  broadcasting  inter¬ 
ests  are  the  positions  of  Motorola,  Inc., 
GE,  and  EIA,  which  parties,  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  “Improved  spectrum  manage¬ 
ment,”  which  in  the  context  presented 
appears  a  euphemism  for  increased  op¬ 
portunities  for  land  mobile  sharing  of 
TV  channels,  favor  adoption  of  the 
curves.  Motorola  would  employ  these 
curves  with  roughness  factor  corrections 
when  it  will  “improve  spectrum  usage.” 
GE  and  EIA  take  exception  to  certain 
of  the  parameters  which  were  utilized  in 
tiie  derivation  of  the  new  Grade  B  values. 
The  figures  for  receiver  noise,  antenna 


*  Certain  of  the  entitles  which,  In  general, 
favor  adoption  of  the  UHF  carves  believe  they 
should  be  utUiaed  only  with  appropriate 
corrections  for  terrain  roughness.  If  such 
corrections  were  employed  UHF  stations  lo¬ 
cated  In  nigged  terrain  (e.g„  the  Scranton/ 
Wilkes  Barre  area  or  the  Pacific  Northwest) 
would  sustain  a  shrinkage  of  their  Grade  A 
and  B  contours  even  more  drastic  than  that 
resulting  from  the  use  of  the  new  curves 
without  such  corrections.  On  the  other  hand, 
an  engineering  showing  submitted  In  behalf 
of  UHF  station  WTOE,  Pensacola,  Florida, 
demonstrates  that.  In  smooth  terrain,  the 
application  of  these  corrections  will  appre¬ 
ciably  increase  the  radius  of  the  Grade  B 
contour. 


gain,  and  transmission  line  loss  are 
claimed  to  be  too  optimistic  and  the  ex¬ 
ternal  noise  factor  included  in  the  low 
VHF  band  computation  is  subject  to  ad¬ 
verse  criticism,  EIA,  in  particular,  sug¬ 
gesting  it  should  be  substantially  in¬ 
creased.  However,  NCTA  and  Jerrold 
Corp.,  which  adopts  NCTA’s  comments, 
fully  support  all  of  the  proposals  made 
by  the  Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

13.  A  number  of  the  comments  sug¬ 
gest  that  we  adopt  the  proposed  measure¬ 
ment  procedure,  but  defer  adoption  of 
the  new  curves  for  a  period  of  a  year  or 
more  with  the  thought  that  such  action 
will  result  in  the  making  of  measure¬ 
ments  whose  results  can  be  used  to  set¬ 
tle  tiie  controversy  as  to  the  accuracy 
of  the  new  curves.2 

14.  In  general,  those  comments  which 
critically  examine  the  measurement  pro¬ 
posal  recognize  it  as  offering  a  marked 
improvement  over  the  procedure  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  rules,  and  would  accept  it  as 
a  substitute  for  that  procedure  for  the 
purposes  which  the  nfies  now  permit 
measurements  to  be  made.  However,  con¬ 
siderable  opposition  is  offered  to  our  pro¬ 
posal  to  permit  determinations  of  the 
extent  of  service  to  be  made  by  measure¬ 
ments,  with  the  results  of  such  measure¬ 
ments  taking  precedence  over  determina¬ 
tions  based  on  the  propagation  curves. 
Several  parties  hold  that,  for  this  pur¬ 
pose,  measurements  will  yield  results  no 
more  accurate  than  predictions  made 
with  the  use  of  the  curves.  Pertinent  to 
the  suggestion,  previously  mentioned, 
that  the  adoption  of  rules  permitting  the 
expanded  use  of  measurements  will  re¬ 
sult  in  the  accumulation  of  data  by  which 
the  accuracy  of  the  new  curves  may  be 
verified,  or  their  accuracy  improved,  Cul¬ 
lum  holds  that  any  rule  which  permits, 
but  does  not  require  the  use  of  measure¬ 
ments  in  lieu  of  curves  will  not  result  in 
the  accumulation  of  reliable  and  unbiased 
data  for  this  purpose,  since  any  meas¬ 
urements  made  in  individual  cases  will 
be  submitted  to  the  Commission  only 
when  the  results  support  the  position  be¬ 
ing  advanced  by  the  party  undertaking 
the  measurements. 

15.  While  the  proposal  that  we  provide 
In  our  rules  the  tools  far  predicting  the 
extent  of  interstation  interference  was 
originally  advanced  to  the  Commission 
in  promotion  of  UHF  television  (ap¬ 
parently  with  the  thought  that  VHF  sta¬ 
tions,  in  general,  can  be  shown  to  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  more  such  interference  than  UHF 
stations,  and,  in  consequence  of  this  fact, 
on  a  basis  of  effective  service,  the  dis¬ 
parity  between  UHF  and  VHF  coverage 
would  be  less  pronounced) ,  no  UHF  sta¬ 
tion  or  organization  supports  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  such  rules  in  the  instant  proceed¬ 
ing.  Rather,  the  only  supporters  of  the 
proposal  are  Motorola  and  EIA,  who  view 
it  as  one  more  Instrument  which  could 
be  used  to  further  the  sharing  of  TV 
channels  by  the  land  mobile  services, 
and  NCTA,  which,  as  previously  noted, 


*  These  comments.  In  most  Instances,  sub¬ 
mitted  In  behalf  of  VHF  stations  operating 
in  the  high  band,  also  urge  that  the  revised 
Grade  B  contour  values  be  adopted  at  this 
time. 


espouses  all  of  the  proposals  advanced  in 
this  proceeding. 

16.  Neil  Smith,  who.  in  behalf  of  Kear 
and  Kennedy,  participated  in  the  FCC  ' 
Industry  committee  whose  efforts  re¬ 
sulted  in  the  production  of  the  curves, 
urges  their  adoption,  as  well  as  the  meas¬ 
urement  proposal,  which  was  originally 
Instituted  as  a  result  of  a  petition  filed 
by  Kear  and  Kennedy.  However,  Mr. 
Smith  submits  a  report  of  a  test  which 
he  conducted  in  an  attempt  to  correlate 
TV  picture  quality  with  the  strength  of 
received  signals,  which,  he  asserts,  offers 
no  support  for  a  reduction  in  field 
strength  values  necessary  for  Grade  B 
service.  If,  however,  the  Commission  con¬ 
siders  that  the  adoption  of  such  lower 
values  is  a  necessary  part  of  a  package 
which  includes  the  revised  curves  and 
measurement  rules,  he  believes  that  the 
virtues  of  these  latter  proposals  far  out¬ 
weigh  the  deficiencies  of  the  former. 

Decision 

17.  Despite  the  considerable  contro¬ 
versy  which  has  swept  around  the  tech¬ 
nical  merits  of  the  proposals  put  forward 
in  this  proceeding,  the  task  of  arriving  at 
a  decision  in  this  matter  would  be  im¬ 
measurably  simplified  if  such  a  decision 
could  be  made  to  hinge  entirely  on  an 
evaluation  of  the  engineering  virtues  of 
these  proposals.  However,  in  a  regula¬ 
tory  system  engineering  rules  are  admin¬ 
istrative  tools,  and  a  decision,  at  any 
time,  to  substitute  new  tools  for  old. 
even  though  they  may  be  demonstrated 
to  be  keener  and  more  precise  than  the 
ones  presently  available,  inevitably  must 
take  into  consideration  the  practical  con¬ 
sequences  of  such  action,  both  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  efficiency,  expeditiousness 
and  finality  of  regulatory  processes,  and 
the  impact  of  the  rule  changes  on  those 
whose  activities  are  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  regulatory  body. 

18.  That  this  is  true  is  recognized  ei¬ 
ther  explicitly  or  implicitly  by  most  of  the 
parties  who  have  commented  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Generally,  those  who  favor 
adoption  of  the  field  strength  curves  and 
the  Grade  B  contour  proposals,  separate¬ 
ly  or  together,  or  the  proposal  to  permit 
more  extensive  use  of  measurements,  ei¬ 
ther  ignore  or  minimize  the  engineering 
deficiencies  which  others  profess  to  see  in 
these  proposals,  and  urge  their  adoption 
because  such  action  would  facilitate  the 
achievement  of  ends  which  the  individ¬ 
ual  parties  consider  desirable. 

19.  Parties  who  concern  themselves 
primarily  with  the  engineering  aspects 
of  these  matters  are  not  insensitive  to  the 
practical  problems  which  might  eventu¬ 
ate  should  the  Commission  adopt  the 
particular  “engineering”  proposal  which 
a  party  recommends,  but  urge  that  “non- 
engineering”  solutions  be  found,  as  nec¬ 
essary,  for  such  problems. 

20.  The  “package”  approach  which  we 
advanced  in  the  consolidated  docket  has 
gained  little  support — the  majority  of  the 
parties  have  reduced  the  proposal  to  its 
separate  elements  and  picked  and  chosen 
among  them.  Consequently,  we  have 
abandoned  this  approach,  and  will  con¬ 
sider  each  of  tbTmaJor TroposiS- 
propagatlon  curves,  Grade  B  redefini- 
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tion,  and  measurements — on  its  individ¬ 
ual  merits. 

21.  We  shall  first  discuss  the  technical 
virtues  and  deficiencies  of  our  proposals 
in  these  dockets.  If  we  decide  that  the 
engineering  merits  of  these  proposals 
have  been  sufficiently  established  to  jus¬ 
tify  their  adoption  solely  on  this  basis,  we 
will  then  examine  the  effects  of  such 
action  on  the  Commission’s  regulatory 
f unctions,  and  on  the  relatio  ishipe 
among  stations  and  between  television 
and  other  services,  to  ascertain  whether 
dislocations  or  disruptions  of  existing 
procedures  and  relationships  will  be  of 
such  magnitude  that  a  more  advanced 
engineering  approach  should  be  rejected 
in  the  name  of  administrative  efficiency, 
or  because  the  adverse  effects  on  the  reg¬ 
ulated  industry  are  determined  to  be  un¬ 
duly  great. 

the  proposed  propagation  curves 

22.  The  new  propagation  curves  were 
developed  by  the  Working  Group  ap¬ 
pointed  by  an  engineering  conference 
called  by  the  Commission.  All  the  meth¬ 
ods  and  procedures  employed  in  the 
preparation  of  the  curves  were  approved 
by  the  Working  Group,  which  was  com¬ 
prised  of  engineering  representatives 
from  industry,  other  government  agen¬ 
cies,  and  of  Commission  engineers. 

23.  As  a  data  base,  the  Group  had 
available  the  results  of  many  recordings 
of  the  signals  of  FM  and  TV  stations 
made  at  fixed  sites,  principally  by  the 
FCC,  Central  Radio  Propagation  Lab¬ 
oratories/  and  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards,  gathered  during  a  period  be¬ 
tween  1943  and  1954,  and  of  mobile  sur¬ 
veys  made  between  1955  and  1962,  the 
great  majority  of  which  were  conducted 
by  A.  D.  Ring  and  Associates,  A.  Earl 
Culltun,  Jr.  and  Associates,  and  by  the 
FCC. 

24.  The  two  last  mentioned  firms,  of 
course,  are  the  parties  who  have  mounted 
the  principal  attack  on  the  adequacy  of 
the  proposed  curves,  with  the  claim  that. 
Insofar  as  the  VHF  curves  are  concerned, 
the  measurement  data  is  mare  accurately 
reflected  in  the  curves  now  contained  in 
our  roles  than  in  the  proposed  curves.' 
Generally,  others  who  oppose  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  curves  primarily  because  of 
the  practical  effects  of  their  employment, 
rely  on  the  showings  of  these  two  parties 
to  support  a  claim  that  the  curves  are, 
in  any  case,  technically  deficient. 

25.  Much  of  the  controversy,  it  ap¬ 
pears,  revolves  around  the  weight  to  be 
given  certain  measurement  data,  and  the 
nature  and  magnitude  of  corrections  to 
be  applied  to  this  data.  Ring  believes  that 
a  major  source  of  error  lies  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  a  linear  height-gain  factor  by 
the  Commission  in  lieu  of  a  spherical 
earth  factor  in  the  development  of  the 
new  curves;  Cullum  agrees  that  this  may 
be  the  ease. 


•  Now  the  Institute  for  Telecommunica¬ 
tions  Sciences,  OOce  ef  Telecommunications, 
OA  Department  of  Oonuneroe. 

•The  Ring  engineering  presentations  were 
submitted  In  support  of  AM8T  pleadings. 


26.  The  Commission  has  thoroughly 
reviewed  the  procedures  and  data  em¬ 
ployed  by  the  Committee  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  curves.  It  has  also  studied  the 
extensive  technical  filings  made  by  Cul¬ 
lum  and  Ring  in  the  current  and  earlier 
phases  of  this  proceeding,  in  an  attempt 
to  ascertain  the  reasons  their  conclusions 
in  this  matter  are  at  variance  with  the 
Commission’s. 

27.  Insofar  as  the  Commission  can  de¬ 
termine,  neither  party  in  his  analysis, 
made  adequate  use  of  long  term  measure¬ 
ment  data  at  fixed  locations.  There  are 
a  number  of  such  data  points  at  berti- 
nent  distances,  which  the  Commission 
feels  must  be  considered  in  any  critique 
of  the  proposed  curves.  Cullum  appar¬ 
ently  ignored  this  data;  Ring  used  it,  but 
failed  to  reduce  the  measured  fields  in 
accordance  with  the  “preferred  location 
bias”  which  the  Ad  Hoc  Committee 
agreed  was  reasonably  applicable. 

28.  Cullum  places  particular  weight  on 
mobile  measurements  on  WPAA,  which 
were  made  in  June,  at  which  time  propa¬ 
gated  fields  may  be  expected  to  be  con¬ 
siderably  higher  than  average,  while  re¬ 
jecting  measurements  made  on  Channels 
2  and  7  in  New  York  City  in  the  FCC 
UHF  experiment.  We  consider  the  New 
York  City  data  as  among  the  most  reli¬ 
able  and  accurate  of  the  available  mobile 
measurements. 

29.  Ring  recognized  that  atypically 
high  fields  exist  in  mid-California  at  ul¬ 
tra  high  frequencies  because  of  unusual 
terrain  conditions,  but  apparently  failed 
to  take  into  account  that  the  conditions 
responsible  for  the  abnormal  signal  levels 
at  UHF  are  operative  in  the  high  VHF 
band.  Thus,  measured  unweighted  data 
obtained  in  this  area  cannot  be  accepted 
for  verification  of  propagation  curves 
prepared  for  typical  terrain. 

30.  In  any  derivation  of  propagation 
curves,  it  is  necessary  to  provide  smooth 
trends  with  distance,  transmitting  an¬ 
tenna  height,  time  fading  and  frequency. 
If  a  technique  is  employed  which  fails 
to  take  into  account  all  of  these  param¬ 
eters  there  will  be  no  satisfactory  trends 
for  the  parameters  not  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration.  For  Instance,  10  percent 
measurement  data  would  have  lead  to 
propagation  curves  with  lower  values  of 
field  strength  than  the  50  percent  best 
fit  curves  of  Cullum — a  result  which  is 
manifestly  insupportable. 

31.  In  any  undertaking  such  as  this, 
which  Inevitably  involves,  in  many  areas, 
the  exercise  of  a  considerable  degree  of 
expert  judgment,  it  is  possible  for  ex¬ 
perts  to  disagree  with  particular  aspects 
of  the  procedure  employed.  It  was  to 
develop  a  consensus  on  the  important 
points  at  issue  that  the  Ad  Hoc  Com¬ 
mittee  was  formed.  It  performed  its  task 
In  a  careful  and  competent  manner. 
That  the  results,  considered  purely  from 
a  technical  viewpoint,  have  not  received 
universal  acceptance,  is  unfortunate,  but 
not  fatal.  As  indicated  above,  we  believe 
that  the  criticisms  leveled  at  the  curves 
are  subject  to  logical  rebuttal,  and  that 
the  determinations  of  the  Ad  Hoc  Com¬ 
mittee  must  prevail  over  the  opinions 


of  individual  engineers,  even  highly  com¬ 
petent  engineers  such  as(  Ring  and  Cul¬ 
lum,  to  whom  the  Committee  is  greatly 
in  debt  for  much  of  the  raw  mobile 
measurement  data  which  were  used  in 
the  preparation  of  the  curves. 

32.  The  Commission  is  firmly  of  the 
opinion  that  the  proposed  curves  repre¬ 
sent  a  substantial  improvement  in  pre¬ 
diction  accuracy,  and  their  adoption,  as 
an  improved  allocations  tool,  is  fully 
justified. 

33.  We  have  given  full  attention  to  the 
comments  of  those  parties  who  main¬ 
tain  that  regardless  of  the  technical 
merits  or  deficiencies  of  the  proposed 
curves,  they  should  not  be  adopted  be¬ 
cause  their  employment  will  result  in 
a  redetermination  of  the  locations  of 
principal  city.  Grade  A  and  Grade  B 
contours,  and  may  lead  to  a  review  of 
determinations  and  decisions  arrived  at 
in  reliance  on  previously  established  lo¬ 
cations  of  these  contours.  We  stated  in 
the  Further  Notice,  and  we  now  reiterate 
that  we  have  no  intention  of  allowing 
this  to  happen,  and  such  actions  will  be 
“grandfathered’*. 

34.  Contours  of  UHF  stations,  when 
predicted  with  the  use  of  the  new  propa¬ 
gation  curves  of  course  will  be  reduced 
substantially  in  average  radii.  However, 
it  appears  that  this  circumstance  would 
have  an  adverse  impact  on  a  UHF  sta¬ 
tion’s  ability  to  operate  viably  only 
insofar  as  contour  locations  remain  a 
major  factor  in  determining  its  rights 
for  carriage  and  network  program  non¬ 
duplication  on  CATV  systems.  The  Com¬ 
mission  is  presently  in  the  process  of 
eliminating  the  use  of  contours  for  this 
purpose.  Thus,  in  a  “First  Report  and 
Order”  in  Docket  19996,  adopted  April  3, 
1975  (FCC  75-413)  the  cable  rules  were 
amended  to  prescribe  zones  of  fixed  radii, 
in  lieu  of  contours,  for  determining  the 
areas  over  which  television  stations  are 
entitled  to  protection  from  network  pro¬ 
gram  duplication.  In  a  “Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking”  in  Docket  20496, 
adopted  May  29,  1975  (FCC  75-635),  we 
look  toward  the  substitution  of  a  zone 
of  fixed  radius  for  the  Grade  B  contour 
in  the  cable  rules  governing  signal  car¬ 
riage.  Pending  the  conclusion  ef  this 
proceeding,  carriage  requirements  will 
continue  to  be  determined  by  the  pro¬ 
cedures  heretofore  applying,  including 
the  determination  of  contours  by  use  of 
the  old  curves.  In  the  light  of  the  above, 
we  believe  that  the  adverse  effects  on 
UHF  stations  in  their  cable  relationships 
foreseen,  should  the  new  curves  be 
adopted,  would  not  occur. 

35.  In  other  situations  where  the  loca¬ 
tions  of  the  service  contours  of  TV  sta¬ 
tions  are  a  pertinent  consideration  we 
do  not  believe  that  the  setting  of  UHF 
stations’  contours  on  a  more  realistic 
basis  will  result  in  substantially  adverse 
effects  on  their  economic  health  or  gen¬ 
eral  status.  Time  buyers  of  the  present 
day  possess  sufficient  sophistication  that, 
in  decisions  regarding  their  television 
advertising  efforts,  only  secondary  Im¬ 
portance  is  placed  on  data  showing  the 
extent  of  each  station’s  contours;  they 
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rely  primarily  on  audience  survey  data 
made  available  by  ARB  and  other  similar 
services.  Determinations  of  contour  loca¬ 
tions  by  means  of  the  new  curves  obvi¬ 
ously,  in  many  cases,  will  make  easier 
the  task  of  the  station  licensee  in  meet¬ 
ing  the  requirements  of  the  rules  in  mul¬ 
tiple  ownership  cases,  whether  TV/TV 
or  TV/CATV  cross  ownership  is  contem¬ 
plated.  In  summary,  we  are  of  the  view 
that  the  adoption  of  the  new  curves  will 
not  result  in  significant  economic  harm 
to  existing  television  broadcast  stations. 
Accordingly,  we  will  amend  our  rules  to 
incorporate  the  new  curves  therein. 

36.  We  have  decided  also  to  adopt  the 
terrain  roughness  factor,  originally  pro¬ 
posed  in  Docket  16004  for  use  in  the 
adjustment  of  results  obtained  by  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  propagation  curves.  While, 
as  pointed  out  in  the  comments,  the  pro¬ 
posed  factor  does  not  take  into  account 
all  terrain  characteristics  which  may 
affect  signal  propagation  over  a  partic¬ 
ular  path,  such  as  terrain  tilt  or  sequence, 
or  the  attenuation  caused  by  foliage,  it 
does  offer  a  practical  means  for  making, 
in  particular  cases,  gross  first  order  cor¬ 
rections  of  predictions  based  on  the  use 
of  propagation  curves  which  assume  ter¬ 
rain  of  average  roughness,  thus  improv¬ 
ing  the  accuracy  of  predicted  values — 
especially  at  the  higher  television  fre¬ 
quencies.  In  the  immediate  absence  of  a 
more  sophisticated,  and  not  unduly  bur¬ 
densome  method  of  assessing  the  effects 
of  a  variety  of  terrain  anomalies,  we  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  procedure  proposed  is  a 
worthwhile  addition  to  our  allocation 
tools. 

37.  Some  parties  appeared  to  believe 
that  an  undue  burden  and  expense  would 
be  imposed  on  television  station  licensees 
by  a  requirement  that  they  prepare  re¬ 
vised  contour  maps  based  on  the  new 
curves.  We  fail  to  see  why  this  should  be 
the  case.  While  the  effort  required  is 
more  than  nominal,  it  is  certainly  not 
one  of  major  proportions.  Nevertheless, 
to  mitigate  the  impact,  such  as  it  is,  of 
this  requirement,  we  had  previously  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  submission  of  revised 
contour  maps  would  be  expected  only  of 
licensees  involved  in  cases  in  which  the 
location  of  their  station’s  contours  is  a 
matter  of  probative  importance.  We  have 
given  further  thought  to  this  matter, 
however,  and  now  are  of  the  opinion  that 
the  indefinite  existence  of  a  situation 
where  the  contours  of  some  stations  are 
based  on  the  old  curves,  and  of  others  on 
the  new,  is  undesirable.  We  believe  that 
the  present  usefulness  of  contour  infor¬ 
mation  can  best  be  preserved,  and  con¬ 
fusion  minimized,  only  if  all  television 
broadcast  stations  are  required  to  file 
updated  contour  maps  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  within  a  reasonable  period  of  time. 
We  have  decided,  therefore,  to  require 
each  station  to  submit  to  the  Commission 
revised  maps  at  the  time  it  applies  for 
its  first  renewal  of  license  subsequent  to 
the  effective  date  of  these  rule  amend¬ 
ments. 

38.  We  will  not  impose  a  similar  re¬ 
quirement  on  the  licensees  of  PM  broad¬ 
cast  stations.  There  appears  to  be  no 
pressing  need  that  revised  contours  for 


all  of  these  stations  be  made  available  in 
the  immediate  future.  However,  in  any 
Commission  proceeding  in  which  a  perti¬ 
nent  consideration  is  the  location  of  the 
contours  of  specific  FM  stations,  the  par¬ 
ties  concerned  are  expected,  of  course,  to 
submit  showings  involving  the  contours 
and  coverage  of  these  stations,  as  deter¬ 
mined  in  accordance  with  the  amended 
rules. 

39.  In  his  original  comments  in  Docket 
16004,  and  as  reiterated  in  his  filings  in 
this  consolidated  proceeding  Cullum 
maintains  that  the  Commission  should 
be  faulted  in  not  making  some  provision 
for  the  now  demonstrated  fact  that 
meteorological  conditions  in  Southern 
California  and  Puerto  Rico  favor  long 
distance  propagation  of  interfering  sig¬ 
nals  to  an  extent  even  greater  than  has 
long  been  known  to  exist  along  the  Gulf 
Coast.  This  condition  in  the  latter  area 
was  recognized  in  the  present  television 
allocation  by  the  specification  of  greater 
than  standard  co-channel  separations 
between  stations.  He  suggests  that  a  sim¬ 
ilar  procedure  be  adopted  for  Southern 
California  and  for  Puerto  Rico. 

40.  Had  the  abnormal  propagation 
conditions  existing  in  Puerto  Rico  and 
Southern  California  been  evident  prior  to 
the  promulgation  of  the  Sixth  Report  and 
Order  of  April,  1952,  which  adopted  the 
existing  allocation  rules,  consideration 
might  more  feasibly  have  been  given  to 
the  adoption  of  special  separation  stand¬ 
ards  for  these  areas.  Now,  however,  ex¬ 
cept  for  stations  in  the  UHF  spectrum, 
the  matter  seems  largely  academic.  VHP 
assignments  are  fully  occupied,  service 
areas  in  the  face  of  the  greater-than- 
normal  interference  have  been  estab¬ 
lished,  and  it  cannot  be  considered  with¬ 
in  the  realm  of  practicability  that  exist¬ 
ing  stations  could  be  uprooted  and  moved 
to  locations  affording  more  favorable 
separations. 

41.  Moreover,  even  if  this  practical  im¬ 
pediment  to  the  implementation  of 
greater  separations  did  not  exist,  we  are 
not  at  all  sure  that,  taking  all  pertinent 
factors  into  account,  we  would  opt  for 
greater  geographical  separations  in 
Southern  California  and  Puerto  Rico.  We 
note  that  our  present  rules  provide  for 
two  departures  from  the  separation  re¬ 
quirements  applicable  to  the  major  por¬ 
tion  of  the  country  (Zone  H) ;  the  greater 
separations  prescribed  for  the  Gulf  Coast  - 
area  (Zone  HI)  for  the  reasons  which 
have  been  discussed,  and  the  lesser  sep¬ 
arations  set  for  the  northeastern  portion 
of  the  United  States  (Zone  I)  to  accom¬ 
modate  the  greater  number  of  stations 
deemed  necessary  to  serve  this  populous 
area. 

42.  When  the  Commission  last  had  oc¬ 
casion  to  determine  the  kind  of  co¬ 
channel  separations  which  should  obtain 
in  various  areas  of  the  United  States 
based  on  considerations  of  population 
distribution  (the  FM  allocation  of  1962) 
it  decided  to  treat  Southern  California 
and  Puerto  Rico  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  northeastern  states — it  provided  for 
lesser-separated  Class  B  assignments  in 
these  areas  while  the  remainder  of  the 
country  enjoyed  more  widely  separated 
Class  C  assignments. 


43.  Thus,  in  any  new  look  at  TV  sep¬ 
arations  in  Southern  California  and 
Puerto  Rico,  two  conflicting  influences 
would  be  at  work — one  looking  toward 
greater  separations  because  of  abnormal 
propagation  conditions,  and  another, 
toward  lesser  separations  to  accommo¬ 
date  the  number  of  stations  deemed  nec¬ 
essary  to  serve  these  densely  populated 
areas.  In  such  a  situation,  a  compromise 
solution  might  well  have  been  arrived 
at — which  could  have  produced  a  result 
not  greatly  different  than  the  separation 
formula  which  now  obtains. 

44.  Any  method  of  service  analysis 
which  takes  into  detailed  consideration 
as  many  as  possible  of  the  factors  which 
affect  signal  propagation,  and  assigns  to 
these  factors  values  unique  to  the  area 
or  each  segment  of  the  area  over  which 
television  or  FM  service  is  to  be  esti¬ 
mated  has  the  potential  for  producing 
more  accurate  results  in  the  individual 
case  than  can  be  achieved  with  the  use 
of  propagation  curves  based  on  average 
propagation  conditions  over  long  paths. 
Thus,  the  computer  method  proposed  by 
the  Department  of  Commerce  may  prove 
useful  in  any  undertaking  where  the  de¬ 
gree  of  precision  which  may  be  attain¬ 
able  justifies  the  inevitable  complica¬ 
tions  of  the  method.  However,  for  the 
day-to-day  regulatory  purposes  in  which 
propagation  curves  are  presently  em¬ 
ployed,  we  believe  that  they  yield  results 
of  an  acceptable  degree  of  accuracy,  and 
that  the  adoption  of  Commerce’s  method 
for  estimating  coverage  for  such  purposes 
would  impose  unnecessary  burdens  on 
both  licensees  and  the  Commission.* 

REDEFINITION  OF  THE  GRADE  B  CONTOURS 

45.  Our  proposal  to  define  Grade  B 
contours  at  field  strength  values  some¬ 
what  lower  than  are  presently  specified 
in  our  rules  was  made  primarily  in  an 
attempt  to  mitigate  such  practical  im¬ 
pact  as  might  be  experienced  by  tele¬ 
vision  station  licensees,  who,  in  utilizing 
the  new  propagation  curves  for  the  pre¬ 
diction  of  station  coverage,  find  that  cov¬ 
erage  within  the  Grade  B  contour  had 
been  reduced. 

46.  The  lower  field  strength  values  pro¬ 
posed  resulted  largely  from  a  revision 
in  the  magnitude  of  certain  param¬ 
eters  included  in  the  computation  of 
Grade  B  signal  strength,  a  reduction  in 
estimated  receiver  noise  figures,  an  up¬ 
ward  revision  in  values  for  receiving 
antenna  gain,  and  a  reduction  in  the 
assessed  effect  of  transmission  line  losses. 
The  assignment  of  new  values  to  these 
parameters  was  held  to  be  justified  as  a 
result  of  equipment  refinements  occur¬ 
ring  since  the  original  Grade  B  deter¬ 
minations  were  made.  The  reduction  in 
the  proposed  Grade  B  contour  value  for 
low  band  VHF  was  quite  moderate,  for, 

•While  we  are  rejecting  this  proposal  pri¬ 
marily  for  practical  reasons,  we  have  taken 
note  of  an  engineering  study  submitted  as 
an  attachment  to  the  reply  comments  of 
AMST.  The  results  of  this  study  suggest  that 
the  Commerce  method  In  Its  present  form, 
may  be  less  than  satisfactory  In  yielding 
realistic  estimates  of  UHF  fields  occurring  at 
distances  of  less  than  60  to  60  miles  from 
the  transmitter. 
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in  the  computation  of  this  value,  we  in¬ 
cluded,  for  the  first  time,  a  factor  in¬ 
tended  to  account  for  the  effects  of 
external  noise,  which  we  found  to  be  of 
significant  strength  only  in  this  band  of 
television  frequencies. 

47.  Except  in  those  cases  where  in¬ 
dividual  stations  find  that  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  the  new  curves  in  combination 
with  redefined  Grade  B  contours  confer 
practical  benefits  on  them,  either  on  an 
absolute  or  competitive  basis,  there  is 
general  unwillingness  to  accept  the  pro¬ 
posed  Grade  B  values  for  coverage  de¬ 
terminations.  Rather,  the  technical 
soundness  for  Grade  B  contour  redefini¬ 
tion  is  attacked,  with  the  allegation 
there  is  insufficient  evidence  that  the 
values  which  the  Commission  assigned 
to  the  receiver  noise  figure  or  to  an¬ 
tenna  gain  are  realized  at  present  in  any 
but  exceptional  cases,  or  are  likely  to  be 
realized  more  generally  In  the  foresee¬ 
able  future.  The  external  noise  figure 
included  in  the  low  band  VHP  Grade  B 
determination  is  held  not  to  be  justified 
by  available  data,  and  it  is  urged  its  in¬ 
clusion  produces  a  result  contrary  to 
common  experience. 

48.  Admittedly,  the  receiver  noise 
figures  and  antenna  gain  values  utilized 
by  the  Commission  are  optimistic,  repre¬ 
senting  the  performance  of  a  receiving 
installation  much  better  than  average. 
The  best  justification  for  employing 
these  values  is  a  comparative  one — the 
corresponding  parameters  in  the  orig¬ 
inal  Grade  B  determinations  also  were 
optimistic  at  the  time  they  were  adopted 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that  receivers  and 
antennas  have  improved  in  these  re¬ 
spects  over  the  intervening  years.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  is  argued  that  a  sim¬ 
ilarly  optimistic  approach — assuming 
performance  levels  of  receiving  installa¬ 
tions  hoped  to  be  reached  generally  in 
the  future  with  improved  equipment — is 
not  justified  at  this  time.  For  instance, 
current  trends  in  receiver  design,  it  is 
alleged,  portend  higher,  rather  than 
lower,  receiver  noise  figures. 

49.  It  would  appear  that  the  practical 
benefits  accruing  from  a  redefinition  of 
the  Grade  B  contours  are  deemed  by 
many  parties  to  be  minimal.  Since  ques¬ 
tions  have  been  raised  as  to  the  reason¬ 
ableness  of  certain  of  the  assumptions 
made  by  the  Commission  in  its  computa¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  new  Grade  B  values, 
we  have  decided  not  to  press  this  pro¬ 
posal  further.  While  we  might  attempt 
to  support  further  the  figures  we  have 
employed,  we  consider  such  an  effort 
unnecessary.  There  is  no  urgent  need, 
from  an  engineering  standpoint,  to  re¬ 
define  the  Grade  B  contour,  and  since 
other  considerations  do  not  make  such 
a  course  of  action  expedient,  we  will  not 
pursue  it.  Accordingly,  the  rules  will  not 
be  amended  in  this  respect 

MEASUREMENTS 

50.  In  its  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  in  Docket  18052  it  is  stated  “The 
Commission  is  seeking  a  method  (of 
field  strength  measurement)  that  will 
yield  substantially  the  same  results  when 
measurements  are  made  under  similar 
conditions,  by  independent  observers 


and  at  different  times.  Otherwise,  mea¬ 
surements  can  have  no  probative  value.” 

51.  All  parties  agree  that  this  ideal  can¬ 
not  be  achieved  fully  as  between  two  sets 
of  measurements  made  at  different  times, 
since  the  time  fading  factor,  predomi¬ 
nantly  seasonal  in  character,  would  for¬ 
bid  such  a  result. 

52.  There  is  an  equal  degree  of  agree¬ 
ment,  however,  that  the  measurement 
procedure  set  forth  in  §  73.686  is  obsolete, 
and  where  television  field  strength  meas¬ 
urements  are  now  made  for  any  purpose, 
is  more  honored  in  the  breach  than  in 
its  observance.  Therefore,  this  section 
should  be  amended  to  specify  a  more 
acceptable  procedure,  which  the  majority 
of  those  commenting  believe  should  be 
generally  patterned  on  the  technique  de¬ 
veloped  and  employed  by  the  Television 
Allocations  Study  Organization  (TASO) . 
While  this  procedure  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  which  the  Commission  cited  as 
desirable — it  admittedly  does  not  take 
into  account  temporal  variations  in  field 
strength,  and  even  carefully  made  meas¬ 
urements  by  different  observers  over  the 
same  path  may  yield  results  sufficiently 
different  to  be  controversial — this  proce¬ 
dure  is  now  generally  employed  by  engi¬ 
neers  making  television  field  strength 
measurements,  and  clearly  represents  an 
improvement  of  the  one  set  forth  in  our 
rules.  Accordingly,  we  are  amending  our 
rules  to  adopt  this  procedure  with  cer¬ 
tain  modifications  proposed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  with  other  changes  which 
we  believe  will  serve  to  clarify  its  appli¬ 
cation.  In  taking  this  step,  however,  we 
are  not  abandoning  our  quest  for  a 
method  of  measurement  which  more 
fully  meets  the  criteria  we  have  estab¬ 
lished.  The  Commission  intends  to  study 
this  matter  further,  and  would  welcome 
assistance  from  the  Industry  in  pursuit  of 
this  end.  At  such  time  as  developments 
warrant  such  a  course  of  action,  we  will 
propose  such  further  amendment  of 
§  73.686  and  the  rule  for  FM  measure¬ 
ments  which  we  are  adopting,  as  may  be 
appropriate. 

53.  There  are  strong  differences  of 
opinion  on  the  question  of  whether  field 
intensity  measurements  should  be  ac¬ 
cepted  by  the  Commission  only  in  “rule 
making  proceedings  to  amend  •  •  • 
technical  standards”  and  when  sub¬ 
mitted  in  response  to  a  request  by  the 
Commission  (the  present  rule  limita¬ 
tion),  or  whether  individuals  should  be 
permitted  also  “to  submit  measurement 
data  for  the  purpose  of  showing  more 
precisely  the  propagation  over  a  par¬ 
ticular  path,  or  tiie  field  intensity  re¬ 
ceived  at  a  particular  location”  (the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  proposal). 

54.  The  preponderance  of  engineering 
opinion  submitted  in  this  proceeding  is  to 
the  effect  that  while  field  strength  meas¬ 
urements,  if  properly  executed,  are  a 
valid  means  for  determining  the  general 
level  of  a  VHF  or  UHF  signal  prevailing 
over  a  particular  area,  e.g.,  a  city,  they 
cannot  or  should  not  be  employed  In  an 
attempt  to  establish  the  location  of  a 
particular  contour,  by  a  procedure 
wherein  measurements  are  made  along  a 
particular  radial,  and  a  best  fit  curve  is 


drawn  through  the  measured  points. 
Thus,  A.  Earl  Cullum  states  “The  fre¬ 
quently  used  procedure  of  drawing  con¬ 
necting  lines  or  curves  between  plotted 
measured  clusters  does  not  give  a  median 
value.  No  point  may  be  at  the  median 
for  the  area  or  all  may  be.  To  say  that  a 
line  drawn  between  measured  points 
defines,  by  crossing  a  particular  field  in¬ 
tensity  ordinate,  the  distance  to  a  con¬ 
tour  representing  the  median  (with  re¬ 
spect  to  locations)  field  intensity  is  to 
‘pin  the  tail  on  the  donkey’  while  blind¬ 
folded.” 

55.  Another  objection  raised  to  the 
procedure  is  that  it  fails  to  take  into 
account  that  the  strength  of  a  VHF  or 
UHF  signal  varies  with  time,  and,  even 
assuming  that  the  location  of  a  contour 
could  be  pinpointed  by  a  particular 
measurement  procedure,  its  location 
would  be  determined  only  for  the  time 
at  which  the  measurements  were  made. 
It  could  well  be  somewhere  else  at  some 
other  time. 

56.  The  contrary  argument  in  Docket 
18052  is  that,  in  the  standard  broadcast 
service,  contours  determined  by  field 
strength  measurements  take  precedence 
over  predicted  contours,  even  though 
such  measured  contours  are  subject  to 
temporal  variations  and  to  limitations 
similar  to  those  found  at  higher  fre¬ 
quencies.  Thus,  the  argument  goes,  there 
is  no  reason  why  the  same  approach 
should  not  be  used  at  UHF  and  VHF 
frequencies. 

57.  However,  groundwave  fields  at 
standard  broadcast  frequencies  are  not 
usually  subject  to  as  sharp  and  substan¬ 
tial  variations  in  amplitude  between 
closely  adjacent  locations  as  are  typical 
of  the  effects  found  at  higher  frequen¬ 
cies.  Consequently,  measurements  made 
at  medium  frequencies  over  the  same 
path  by  different  observe ~s  are  likely  to 
produce  results  which  are  in  closer  cor¬ 
respondence  than  similar  measurements 
at  VHF  and  UHF  frequencies.  There  is, 
of  course,  a  temporal  variation  in  meas¬ 
ured  field  strength,  generally  seasonal  in 
nature,  whose  magnitude  probably  was 
not  fully  realized  until  after  the  custom 
of  utilizing  field  strength  measurements 
in  Individual  cases  had  been  firmly  em- 
beded  in  standard  broadcast  regulatory 
structure.  It  should  be  noted,  further¬ 
more,  that  for  standard  broadcast  propa¬ 
gation  conditions  where  the  variation  in 
signal  strength  with  time  is  very  great, 
i.e.,  skywave  transmission,  the  rules  per¬ 
mit  only  empirical  curves  to  be  used  for 
determining  service  contours  and  the 
levels  of  undesired  signals/ 

58.  We  are  not  basing  our  decision  on 
whether  or  not  to  permit  the  expanded 

TIt  Is  fairly  obvious  that  measurements, 
carefully  made  at  some  particular  time  over 
some  particular  area  yield  results,  which  for 
that  time  and  over  that  area,  can  have  a 
higher  degree  of  accuracy  than  those  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  use  of  propagation  curves 
based  on  average  conditions.  However,  the 
great  virtue  of  the  curves,  from  a  regulatory 
standpoint,  Is  that  they  produce  a  unique 
result,  reproducible  at  different  times  by 
different  Individuals,  which  Is  of  sufficient 
accuracy,  In  the  great  majority  of  cases,  to 
permit  the  attainment  of  basic  regulatory 
objectives. 
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employment  of  field  strength  measure¬ 
ments  of  television  signals  primarily  on 
technical  considerations.  It  should  be 
pointed  out  that  permissive  employment 
of  measurements  for  groundwave  service 
and  interference  showings  in  the  stand¬ 
ard  broadcast  service  has  greatly  com¬ 
plicated  and  lengthened  many  Commis¬ 
sion  proceedings.  It  can  plausibly  be 
argued  that  had  the  performance  of 
measurements  in  this  service  long  ago 
been  permitted  only  for  certain  specific 
purposes  (e.g.,  to  gain  conductivity  data 
in  general  allocations  matters  and  in  ad¬ 
justing  directional  antenna  radiation 
patterns),  the  extent  and  quality  of 
standard  broadcast  service  would  not 
have  suffered  appreciably,  but  the  causes 
of  administrative  speed,  efficiency,  sim¬ 
plicity,  and  finality  would  have  been  very 
substantially  advanced. 

59.  The  framers  of  the  TV  rules  took 
due  note  of  the  tortuous  standard  broad¬ 
cast  experience,  and  designed  an  alloca¬ 
tions  structure  and  assignment  proce¬ 
dure  Intended  to  be  as  free  from  tamper¬ 
ing  as  possible.  To  this  end,  engineering 
tools  which  might  be  used  for  the  indi¬ 
vidual  tailoring  of  assignments  were 
largely  omitted  from  the  rules.  While 
Grade  A  and  Grade  B  “service”  contours 
were  provided  for,  they  were  intended 
to  have  only  nominal  significance.  How¬ 
ever,  the  need  for  some  convenient 
measure  of  TV  station  service  for  a  vari¬ 
ety  of  purposes  appeared  over  the  years, 
and,  in  the  absence  of  any  more  realistic 
or  usable  standard,  the  Grade  A  and 
Grade  B  contours  came  generally  into 
use.  Inevitably,  then,  when  a  determina¬ 
tion  requiring  the  use  of  these  contours 
produced  a  result  adverse  to  the  interests 
of  a  particular  party,  he  sought  ways 
acceptable  to  the  Commission  of  chang¬ 
ing  this  result,  e.g.,  changing  the  position 
of  a  Grade  B  contour,  predicted  by  use 
of  the  curves,  with  measurements.  In  a 
number  of  instances,  the  Commission  has 
accorded  probative  value  to  such  meas¬ 
urements.  However,  we  do  not  believe  the 
fact  we  have  done  so,  on  occasion,  re¬ 
quires  that  we  formalize  this  case-to- 
case  approach  by  rule  amendment. 

60.  Obviously,  the  right  to  utilize  meas¬ 
urements  in  an  attempt  to  alter  an  other¬ 
wise  ordained  result  may  offer  a  substan¬ 
tial  advantage  to  one  Individual,  but  the 
result,  as  altered  by  measurements,  may 
Impose  a  substantial  detriment  on  an¬ 
other.  It  seems  clear  that  the  decision  as 
to  whether  to  change  the  rules  to  permit 
the  results  of  measurements  to  be  ac¬ 
cepted  in  a  wider  range  of  cases  should 
not  hinge  on  such  considerations,  but 
should  be  made  on  a  basis  which  will  best 
conduce  to  the  furtherance  of  Commis¬ 
sion  objectives  in  the  most  equitable  and 
efficient  manner,  and  redound  to  the 
public  interest. 

61.  If  the  Grade  B  contour  were  a  wall 
within  which  all  service  provided  by  a 
television  station  were  confined,  the  de¬ 
termination  of  its  location  by  the  most 
precise  means  available  could  well  be 
worth  whatever  complication  might  be 
involved.  However,  since  this  and  other 
contours  are  primarily  administrative 
tools,  It  seems  clear  they  should  be  lo¬ 


cated  by  means  which  promote  the  mo6t 
efficient  administration — by  a  relatively 
simple  procedure  which  produces  a 
speedy  and  unequivocal  result. 

62.  Whether  a  duopoly  question  In¬ 
volving  the  extent  of  Grade  B  service  is 
presented,  or  a  CATV  problem  of  carriage 
or  non-duplication,  it  seems  evident  that 
its  resolution  can  be  reached  much  more 
simply,  expeditiously  and  finally  if  the 
pertinent  contours  are  determined  only 
by  prediction.  The  nature  of  the  deter¬ 
mination  involved  does  not,  in  the  con¬ 
sistent  and  successful  application  of  the 
pertinent  rules,  require  such  greater  de¬ 
gree  of  exactitude  which  field  strength 
measurements  may  provide. 

63.  Therefore,  we  are  not  amending 
§  73.686(a)  in  any  way  which  would  al¬ 
low,  as  a  matter  of  right,  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  contour  locations  by  means  of 
field  strength  measurements.  As  we  have 
discussed,  the  procedure,  in  the  minds 
of  many  parties  is  of  questionable  valid¬ 
ity,  and,  even  if  it  were  not,  we  do  not 
believe  that  proceedings  involving  the 
television  broadcasting  service  should  be 
burdened  with  the  mass  of  often  conflict¬ 
ing  showings  which,  in  many  cases,  have 
so  complicated  standard  broadcast  pro¬ 
ceedings.  Occasionally,  there  may  be  in¬ 
stances  when  the  location  of  TV  con¬ 
tours,  as  determined  by  prediction,  are 
obviously  in  gross  error,  and  measure¬ 
ments  will  produce  a  result  which,  by  any 
standard,  is  more  realistic.  We  believe 
that  when  such  cases  are  brought  to  our 
attention,  measurements  may  be  ac¬ 
cepted  when  made  on  an  individual  basis 
“upon  the  request  of  the  Commission”  in 
accordance  with  the  present  wording  of 
§  73.686(a). 

64.  Nearly  all  parties  agree  that  the 
TASO  measurement  procedure  can  be 
applied  to  determine  with  an  acceptable 
degree  of  accuracy  the  median  level  of  a 
television  signal  prevailing  over  a  par¬ 
ticular  area,  such  as  that  included  within 
the  boundaries  of  a  community.  Where 
the  results  of  such  measurements  are 
properly  made,  and  are  pertinent  to  the 
resolution  of  the  issues  in  a  particular 
proceeding,  they  will  be  accepted  and 
considered  by  the  Commission.  However, 
all  contour  determinations  shall  be  made 
using  the  propagation  curves  included  in 
the  rules,  as  modified  by  application  of 
corrections  for  terrain  roughness.  Sec¬ 
tion  73.686  is  being  amended  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  determination.  A  new 
§  73.314  is  being  added  to  the  PM  broad¬ 
cast  rules,  establishing  similar  policies 
and  procedures  for  field  strength  meas¬ 
urements  in  this  service. 

65.  With  the  adoption  of  $  73.314(c), 
a  procedure  is  established  for  determin¬ 
ing,  by  field  strength  measurements,  the 
level  of  an  FM  broadcast  signal  prevail¬ 
ing  over  a  particular  community.  In  ap¬ 
propriate  cases,  we  contemplate  the  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  the  results  of  measurements 
made  for  this  purpose.  In  particular,  an 
applicant  for  a  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion,  desiring  to  show,  pursuant  to  S  73.- 
37(e)  <l)(ii)  or  fi  73.37(e)  (2)  (ill),  that 
the  community  proposed  to  be  served  re¬ 
ceives  fewer  than  two  aural  services  may 
seek  to  demonstrate  that  an  existing  FM 
broadcast  station  does  not,  In  fact,  pro¬ 


vide  a  signal  with  70  dbu  (3.16  mV/m)  or 
greater  strength  to  as  much  as  80  per¬ 
cent  of  the  population  or  area  of  the  com¬ 
munity.  In  such  an  instance,  properly 
made  measurements  showing  that  at  20 
percent  or  more  of  the  measuring  loca¬ 
tions  within  the  boundaries  of  the  com¬ 
munity,  as  established  pursuant  to  §  73.- 
314(c)  (1),  the  measured  field  is  of  lower 
strength  than  70  dbu  (3.16  mV/m) ,  will 
be  accepted  in  support  of  a  contention 
that  less  than  80  percent  of  the  area  of 
the  community  receives  an  aural  service 
from  the  FM  station. 

66.  The  TASO  procedures  and  methods 
are  being  adopted  with  the  following 
modifications,  in  accordance  with  the 
suggestions  made  by  the  parties  in  an  at¬ 
tempt  to  lend  greater  specificity  to  cer¬ 
tain  of  these  procedures  and  methods. 

(a)  The  two  mile  measurement  inter¬ 
val  is  being  specified  as  a  maximum,  to 
permit  measurements  at  shorter  dis¬ 
tances  at  high  frequencies  and  in  rough 
terrain.  A  cluster  of  five  measurements  is 
permitted  in  lieu  of  one  hundred  foot 
mobile  run,  and  general  limitations  are 
placed  on  the  areas  including  the 
clusters. 

(b)  Measurements  are  to  be  made  only 
of  the  visual  carrier.* 

(c)  In  making  measurements  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  signal  level  in  a  community,  the 
number  of  locations  for  such  measure¬ 
ments  is  set  as  approximately  3  times 
the  square  root  of  the  population  in 
thousands  (reduced,  for  convenience,  in 
the  rules,  to  the  expression  0.1  (P)1^), 
with  a  minimum  number  of  15.  All  of 
these  locations  are  required  to  be  within 
the  boundaries  of  the  community. 

67.  We  are  adopting  this  measurement 
procedure,  after  fully  considering  Jansky 
&  Bailey’s  proposal  that  our  rules  permit 
measurements  with  the  receiving  an¬ 
tenna  at  a  10  foot  height,  the  30/10 
height/gain  factor  being  determined  for 
various  parts  of  a  radial  at  intervals 
which  might  be  widely  spaced  in  smooth 
terrain  and  at  short  intervals  where  the 
terrain  is  rough.  If  this  procedure  were 
followed,  Jansky  &  Bailey  state  that  in¬ 
formation  would  become  available  for 
both  10  and  30  foot  receiving  antenna 
heights  giving  representative  results  for 
both  rooftop  and  indoor  antennas,  and 
results  which  may  be  logically  refer¬ 
enced  to  the  many  earlier  measurements 
made  with  8  and  10  foot  antennas.  While 
this  procedure  might  have  some  virtues, 
we  found  no  support  for  the  proposal  by 
others,  and  we  think  its  adoption  would 
needlessly  complicate  a  methodology 
which  appears  to  have  general  industry 
support. 

DEPICTION  OP  INTERFERENCE  AREAS  WITHIN 
GRADE  B  CONTOURS 

68.  The  Commission  offered  this  pro¬ 
posal  for  comment  without  supporting 
It,  stating  that  even  if  Information  as  the 
effects  of  Interstation  interference  were 
made  available,  it  would  not  affect  our 


1  This  restriction  Is  contained  only  In 
S  73.686 — the  field  strength  measurement 
rules  for  television.  It,  of  course,  has  no  per¬ 
tinence  to  measurements  made  of  the  signals 
of  FM  broadcast  stations. 
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present  regulatory  procedures.  We  re¬ 
quested  views  on  the  desirability  of  re¬ 
quiring  interference  showings  by  individ¬ 
ual  stations  for  other  useful  purposes, 
and  listed  a  number  of  technical  prob¬ 
lems  which  would  require  solution  before 
a  uniform  procedure  for  making  such 
showings  could  be  adopted.  As  we  have 
indicated  hereinbefore,  the  broadcasting 
industry  evidently  wants  no  part  of  this 
proposal.  Others  who  favor  it  see  it  as 
providing  one  more  factor  which  could 
be  considered  in  determining  the  basis 
for  TV /land  mobile  and  TV /CATV  rela¬ 
tionships — obviously  an  extension  of  the 
regulatory  function  which  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  disclaimed  its  intention  of  un¬ 
dertaking.  In  any  event,  as  stated  in 
paragraph  19  of  the  Further  Notice  in 
this  proceeding,  the  technical  criteria  for 
TV /land  mobile  sharing  were  established 
pursuant  to  Docket  18261,  and  any 
amendment  of  these  criteria  is  beyond 
the  purview  of  the  Instant  proceeding. 
Certain  physical  and  technical  factors 
involved  in  TV /CATV  relationships  are 
being  reviewed  in  the  current  proceeding 
in  Docket  19995  and  will  be  further  exam¬ 
ined  in  Docket  20496,  which  is  being  ini¬ 
tiated  contemporaneously  with  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  instant  Report  and  Order. 
There  is  little  to  be  gained  in  pursuing 
this  proposal  further,  and,  accordingly, 
we  will  take  no  further  steps  toward  the 
Incorporation  in  our  rules  of  a  require¬ 
ment  for  the  submission  by  individual 
stations  of  showings  of  the  effect  of  in¬ 
terstation  interference  on  the  extent  of 
service  rendered. 

SUMMARY 

69.  As  hereinbefore  discussed,  and  for 
the  reasons  we  have  outlined,  we  are 
amending  Part  73  of  our  rules  in  the 
following  general  respects: 

(a)  To  adopt  new  F(50,50)  and 
F(50,10)  propagation  curves  for  the  pre¬ 
diction  of  field  strengths  in  the  television 
>nd  FM  broadcast  services. 

(b)  To  adopt  a  terrain  roughness  cor¬ 
rection  procedure  to  be  applied,  when 
appropriate,  to  determinations  made  with 
these  curves. 

(c)  To  amend  the  television  broadcast 
rules  to  specify  a  modified  procedure  for 
making  field  strength  measurements  in 
the  VHF  and  UHF  bands,  and  to  amend 
the  FM  broadcast  rules  to  adopt  such  a 
measurement  procedure. 

(d)  To  relax  the  present  restrictions  in 
the  television  rules  on  the  use  and  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  measurements  in  individual 
cases,  to  the  extent  that  so-called  TASO 
grid  measurements  to  determine  the 
median  level  of  a  signal  in  a  community 
will  be  accepted  in  appropriate  cases. 

The  specific  text  of  the  amendments  is 
set  forth  below. 

70.  Accordingly,  it  it  ordered,  effective 
August  1,  1975.  that  Part  73  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  is  amended  In  accord¬ 
ance  below. 

71.  Authority  for  adoption  of  these 
rule  amendments  is  found  in  sections 
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4(1)  and  303  (r)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

72.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  terminated. 

Adopted:  May  29, 1975. 

Released :  June  27, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

I  seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

PARTIES  FILING  COMMENTS  IN  RESPONSE  TO 
NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  RULEMAKING  IN  DOCKET 
NO.  16004 

American  Broadcasting-Paramount  Thea¬ 
ters,  Inc.  (ABC) 

Rear  and  Kennedy 

Selma  Television  Incorporated  (WSLA-TV) 
WCOV-TV 

Birmingham  Television  Corporation 
(WBMO-TV) 

A.  Earl  Cullum  Jr.  &  Associates  (Cullum) 
Association  of  Federal  Communications  Con¬ 
sulting  Engineers  (AFCCE) 

National  Association  of  Broadcasters  (NAB) 
King  Broadcasting  Company 
Trigg- Vaugh  Stations,  Inc. 

Meredith  Broadcasting  Company 
KUTV,  Inc. 

Southern  Nevada  Radio  and  Television  Com¬ 
pany 

Association  of  Maximum  Service  Telecasters. 

Inc.  (AMST) 

WBEN,  Inc. 

Storer  Broadcasting  Company 
WLAC-TV,  Inc. 

Arkansas  Television  Company 
The  Hearst  Corporation 
KINO-TV,  et  al. 

Coldwater  Cablevision,  Incorporated 
South  Bend  Tribune 
WKBN  Broadcasting  Corporation 
Royal  Street  Corporation 
Evening  News  Association,  et  al. 

Time-Life  Broadcast,  Inc. 

KOGO-TV  and  KOGO-FM 
A.  H.  Belo  Corporation 
WHDH,  Inc. 

Channel  13  of  Rochester,  Inc. 

PARTIES  FILING  COMMENTS  IN  RESPONSE  TO 
NOTICE  OP  PROPOSED  RULEMAKING  IN  DOCKET 
NO.  18052 

North  Dakota  Broadcasting  Company.  Inc. 
Doubleday  Broadcasting  Company 
A.  Earl  Cullum,  Jr.  A  Associates 
Association  of  Federal  Communications  Con¬ 
sulting  Engineers 

Association  of  Maximum  Service  Telecasters, 
Inc. 

National  Association  of  Broadcasters 
WB RE-TV,  Inc. 

National  Cable  Television  Association,  Inc. 
(NCTA) 

Jansky  &  Bailey 
Kear  &  Kennedy 

PARTIES  FILING  COMMENTS  IN  RESPONSE  TO  THE 
FURTHER  NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  RULEMAKING 
IN  DOCKETS  1S004  AND  1S06R 

Fisher's  Blend  Stations,  Inc. 

Electronics  Industries  Association  (EIA) 
National  Cable  Television  Associations,  Inc. 
All-Channel  Television  Society  (ACTS) 
WBRE-TV,  Inc. 


*  Commissioners  Hooks  and  Washburn 
absent. 


Home  Entertainment  Business  Division; 

Communications  Systems  Business  Divi¬ 
sion;  Government  Agency  Liaison  of  the 

General  Electric  Company  (GE)  Motorola. 

Inc. 

A.  Earl  Cullum,  Jr.  and  Associates 
Midwest  Radio-Television,  Inc. 

The  Jerrold  Corporation 

The  Association  of  Federal  Communications 

Consulting  Engineers  (AFCCE) 

FM  Station  Atlas 

National  Broadcasting  Company  (NBC) 
National  Association  of  Broadcasters 
Nell  M.  Smith 
KSL,  Incorporated 
Leake  TV,  Inc. 

Gill  Industries 
WTOQ 
WKRG— TV 

WGAL  Television,  Inc. 

Jefferson  Standard  Broadcasting  Company 
Eastern  Oklahoma  Television  Company,  Inc. 
Scranton  Broadcasters.  Inc. 

Griffin  Television,  Inc. 

Rock  River  Television  Corporation 
Connecticut  TV,  Inc.  et  al. 

Taft  Broadcasting  Company 
Cowles  Broadcasting  Service.  Inc. 
Department  of  Commerce 
WHNB,  Inc. 

WRAU-TV,  et  al. 

1.  Section  73.313  is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  paragraphs  (f) ,  (g) ,  (h) ,  (i) . 
and  (j)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.313  Prediction  of  coverage. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(f )  The  effect  of  terrain  roughness  on 
the  predicted  field  strength  of  a  signal 
at  points  distant  from  an  FM  broadcast 
station  is  assumed  to  depend  on  the  mag¬ 
nitude  of  a  terrain  roughness  factor 
(Ah)  which,  for  a  specific  propagation 
path,  is  determined  by  the  character¬ 
istics  of  a  segment  of  the  terrain  profile 
for  that  path  25  miles  in  length,  located 
between  6  and  31  miles  from  the  trans¬ 
mitter.  The  terrain  roughness  factor  has 
a  value  equal  to  the  difference,  in  meters, 
between  elevations  exceeded  by  all  points 
on  the  profile  for  10  percent  and  90  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  of  the  length  of  the 
profile  segment  (see  S  73.333,  Fig.  4) . 

(g)  If  the  lowest  field  strength  value  of 
interest  is  initially  predicted  to  occur 
over  a  particular  propagation  path  at  a 
distance  which  is  less  than  31  miles  from 
the  transmitter,  the  terrain  profile  seg¬ 
ment  used  In  the  determination  of  the 
terrain  roughness  factor  over  that  path 
shall  be  that  Included  between  points  6 
miles  from  the  transmitter  and  such 
lesser  distance.  No  terrain  roughness  cor¬ 
rection  need  be  applied  when  all  field 
strength  values  of  interest  are  predicted 
to  occur  6  miles  or  less  from  the  trans¬ 
mitter. 

(h)  Profile  segments  prepared  for  ter¬ 
rain  roughness  factor  determinations 
should  be  plotted  in  rectangular  coordi¬ 
nates,  with  no  less  than  50  points  evenly 
spaced  within  the  segment,  using  data 
obtained  from  topographic  maps  with 
contour  Intervals  of  50  feet,  or  less,  If 
available. 

(1)  The  field  strength  charts  (5  73.333, 
Figs.  1-la)  were  developed  assuming  a 
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terrain  roughness  factor  of  50  meters, 
which  is  considered  to  be  representative 
of  average  terrain  in  the  United  States. 
Where  the  roughness  factor  for  a  partic¬ 
ular  propagation  path  is  found  to  depart 
appreciably  from  this  value,  a  terrain 
roughness  correction  (AF)  should  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  field  strength  values  along  this 
path,  as  predicted  with  the  use  of  these 
charts.  The  magnitude  and  sign  of  this 
correction,  for  any  value  of  Ah,  may  be 
determined  from  a  chart  included  in  Sec¬ 
tion  73.333  as  Figure  5. 

(j)  Alternatively,  the  terrain  rough¬ 
ness  correction  may  be  computed  using 
the  following  formula: 


Ay=  1.9— 0.03  (Ah)  (l-f/,300) 

Where: 

AF  =  terrain  roughness  correction  in  dB 
Afc= terrain  roughness  factor  in  meters 
/=  frequency  of  signal  in  megahertz 
(MHz) 

2.  Section  73.333  is  amended  by  replac¬ 
ing  existing  Figure  1  with  amended 
Figure  1  and  the  addition  of  new  Figures 
la,  4  and  5.  Section  73.333  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


§  73.333  Engineering  charts. 

This  section  consists  of  the  following 
Figures  1.  la,  2.  3,  4,  and  5. 


F  (50,50)  FM  CHANNELS 
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3.  Part  73  is  amended  by  the  addition 
of  new  §  73.414,  which  reads  as  follows: 

§  73.414  Field  strength  measurements. 

<a)  Except  as  provided  for  in  §  73.209, 
FM  broadcast  stations  shall  not  be  pro¬ 
tected  from  any  type  of  interference  or 
propagation  effect.  Persons  desiring  to 
submit  testimony,  evidence  or  data  to 
the  Commission  for  the  purpose  of  show¬ 
ing  that  the  technical  standards  con¬ 
tained  in  this  subpart  do  not  properly 
reflect  the  levels  of  any  given  type  of 
interference  or  propagation  effect  may 
do  so  only  in  appropriate  rule  making 
proceedings  concerning  the  amendment 
of  such  technical  standards.  Persons 
making  field  strength  measurements  for 
formal  submission  to  the  Commission 
in  rule  making  proceedings,  or  making 
such  measurements  upon  the  request  of 
the  Commission,  shall  follow  the  proce¬ 
dure  for  making  and  reporting  such 
measurements  outlined  in  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section.  In  instances  where  a 
showing  of  the  measured  level  of  a  signal 
prevailing  over  a  specific  community  is 
appropriate,  the  procedure  for  making 
and  reporting  field  strength  measure¬ 
ments  for  this  purpose  is  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Collection  of  field  strength  data 
for  propagation  analysis. 

(1)  Preparation  for  measurements,  (i) 
On  large  scale  topographic  maps,  eight 
or  more  radials  are  drawn  from  the 
transmitter  location  to  the  maximum  dis¬ 
tance  at  which  measurements  are  to  be 
made,  with  the  angles  included  between 
adjacent  radials  of  approximately  equal 
size.  Radials  should  be  oriented  so  as 
to  traverse  representative  types  of  ter¬ 
rain.  The  specific  number  of  radials  and 
their  orientation  should  be  such  as  to 
accomplish  this  objective. 

(ii)  At  a  point  exactly  10  miles  from 
the  transmitter,  each  radial  is  marked, 
and  at  greater  distances  at  successive  two 
mile  intervals.  Where  measurements  are 
to  be  conducted  or  over  extremely  rugged 
terrain,  shorter  intervals  may  be  em¬ 
ployed,  but  all  such  intervals  shall  be  of 
equal  length.  Accessible  roads  intersect¬ 
ing  each  radial  as  nearly  as  passible  at 
each  two  mile  marker  are  selected.  These 
intersections  are  the  points  on  the  radial 
at  which  measurements  are  to  be  made, 
and  are  referred  to  subsequently  as  meas¬ 
uring  locations.  The  elevation  of  each 
measuring  location  should  approach  the 
elevation  at  the  corresponding  two  mile 
marker  as  nearly  as  possible. 

,  (2)  Measurement  procedure.  All  meas¬ 
urements  shall  be  made  utilizing  a  re¬ 
ceiving  antenna  designed  for  reception 
of  the  horizontally  polarized  signal  com¬ 
ponent,  elevated  30  feet  above  the  road¬ 
bed.  At  each  measuring  location,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  procedure  shall  be  employed: 

(i)  The  instrument  calibration  is 
checked. 

(ii)  The  antenna  is  elevated  to  a 
height  of  30  feet 

(iii)  The  receiving  antenna  is  rotated 
to  determine  if  the  strongest  signal  is 
arriving  from  the  direction  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter. 

(iv)  The  antenna  is  oriented  so  that 
the  sector  of  its  response  pattern  over 


which  maximum  gain  is  realized  is  in  the 
direction  of  the  transmitter. 

(v)  A  mobile  run  of  at  least  100  feet 
is  made,  which  is  centered  on  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  radial  and  the  road,  and 
the  measured  field  strength  is  continu¬ 
ously  recorded  on  a  chart  recorder  over 
the  length  of  the  run. 

(vi)  The  actual  measuring  location  is 
marked  exactly  on  the  topographic  map, 
and  a  written  record,  keyed  to  the  spe¬ 
cific  location,  is  made  of  all  factors  which 
may  affect  the  recorded  field,  such  as 
topography,  height  and  types  of  vegeta¬ 
tion,  buildings,  obstacles,  weather,  and 
other  local  features. 

(vii)  If,  during  the  test  conducted  as 
described  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  (iii)  of 
this  section,  the  strongest  signal  is  found 
to  come  from  a  direction  other  than 
from  the  transmitter,  after  the  mobile 
run  prescribed  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  (v) 
of  this  section  is  concluded,  additional 
measurements  shall  be  made  in  a 
“cluster”  of  at  least  five  fixed  points.  At 
each  such  point,  the  field  strengths  with 
the  antenna  oriented  tow'ard  the  trans¬ 
mitter,  and  with  the  antenna  oriented  so 
as  to  receive  the  strongest  field,  are 
measured  and  recorded.  Generally,  all 
points  should  be  within  200  feet  of  the 
center  point  of  the  mobile  run. 

(viii)  If  overhead  obstacles  preclude  a 
mobile  run  of  at  least  100  feet,  a 
“cluster”  of  five  spot  measurements  may 
be  made  in  lieu  of  this  run.  The  first 
measurement  in  the  cluster  is  identified. 
Generally,  the  locations  for  other  meas¬ 
urements  shall  be  within  200  feet  of  the 
location  of  the  first. 

(3)  Method  of  reporting  measure¬ 
ments.  A  report  of  measurements  to  the 
Commission  shall  be  submitted  in  affi¬ 
davit  form,  in  triplicate,  and  should  con¬ 
tain  the  following  information: 

(i)  Tables  of  field  strength  measure¬ 
ments,  which,  for  each  measuring  lo¬ 
cation,  set  forth  the  following  data: 

(A)  Distance  from  the  transmitting 
antenna. 

(B)  Ground  elevation  at  measuring 
location. 

(C)  Date,  time  of  day,  and  weather. 

<D)  Median  field  in  dBu  for  0  dBk,  for 

mobile  run  or  for  cluster,  as  well  as 
maximum  and  minimum  measured  field 
strengths. 

(E)  Notes  describing  each  measuring 
location. 

(ii)  U.S.  Geological  Survey  topo¬ 
graphic  maps,  on  which  is  shown  the 
exact  location  at  which  each  measure¬ 
ment  was  made.  The  original  plots  shall 
be  made  on  maps  of  the  largest  available 
scale.  Copies  may  be  reduced  in  size  for 
convenient  submission  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  but  not  to  the  extent  that  impor¬ 
tant  detail  is  lost.  The  original  maps 
shall  be  made  available,  if  requested.  If 
a  large  number  of  maps  is  involved,  an 
index  map  should  be  submitted. 

(iii)  All  information  necessary  to  de¬ 
termine  the  pertinent  characteristics  of 
the  transmitting  installation,  Including 
frequency,  geographical  coordinates  of 
antenna  site,  rated  and  actual  power  out¬ 
put  of  transmitter,  measured  transmis¬ 
sion  line  loss,  antenna  power  gain,  height 
of  antenna  above  ground,  above  mean 


sea  level,  and  above  average  terrain.  The 
effective  radiated  power  should  be  com¬ 
puted,  and  horizontal  and  vertical  plane 
patterns  of  the  transmitting  antenna 
should  be  submitted. 

(iv)  A  list  of  calibrated  equipment 
used  in  the  field  strength  survey,  which, 
for  each  instrument,  specifies  its  manu¬ 
facturer,  type,  serial  number  and  rated 
accuracy,  and  the  date  of  its  most  re¬ 
cent  calibration  by  the  manufacturer,  or 
by  a  laboratory.  Complete  details  of  any 
instrument  not  of  standard  manufacture 
shall  be  submitted. 

(v)  A  detailed  description  of  the  cali¬ 
bration  of  the  measuring  equipment,  in¬ 
cluding  field  strength  meters,  measuring 
antenna,  and  connecting  cable. 

(vi)  Terrain  profiles  in  each  direction 
in  which  measurements  were  made, 
drawn  on  curved  earth  paper  for  equiva¬ 
lent  4/3  earth  radius,  of  the  largest  avail¬ 
able  scale. 

(c)  Collection  of  field  strength  data  to 
determine  FM  broadcast  service  in  spe¬ 
cific  communities. 

(1)  Preparation  for  measurement,  (i) 
The  population  (P)  of  the  community, 
and  its  suburbs,  if  any,  is  determined  by 
reference  to  an  appropriate  source,  e.g., 
the  1970  UJ3.  Census  tables  of  population 
of  cities  and  urbanized  areas. 

(ii)  The  number  of  locations  at  which 
measurements  are  to  be  made  shall  be  at 
least  15,  and  shall  be  approximately  equal 
to  0.1(P),/S,  if  this  product  is  a  number 
greater  than  15. 

(iii)  A  rectangular  grid,  of  such  size 
and  shape  as  to  encompass  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  the  community  is  drawn  on  an 
accurate  map  of  the  community.  The 
number  of  line  intersections  on  the  grid 
included  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
community  shall  be  at  least  equal  to  the 
required  number  of  measuring  locations. 
The  position  of  each  intersection  on  the 
community  map  determines  the  location 
at  which  a  measurement  shall  be  made. 

(2)  Measurement  procedure.  All  meas¬ 
urements  shall  be  made  utilizing  a  re¬ 
ceiving  antenna  designed  for  reception 
of  the  horizontally  polarized  signal  com¬ 
ponent,  elevated  30  feet  above  street 
level. 

(i)  Each  measuring  location  shall  be 
chosen  as  close  as  feasible  to  a  point  in¬ 
dicated  on  the  map,  as  previously  pre¬ 
pared,  and  at  as  nearly  the  same  eleva¬ 
tion  as  that  point  as  possible. 

(ii)  At  each  measuring  location,  after 
equipment  calibration  and  elevation  of 
the  antenna,  a  check  is  made  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  strongest  signal  arrives 
from  a  direction  other  than  from  the 
transmitter. 

(iii)  At  20  percent  or  more  of  the 
measuring  locations,  mobile  runs,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shaH  be  made,  with  no  less  than 
three  such  mobile  runs  in  any  case.  The 
points  at  which  mobile  measurements  are 
made  shall  be  well  separated.  Spot 
measurements  may  be  made  at  other 
measuring  points. 

(iv)  Each  actual  measuring  location 
is  marked  exactly  on  the  map  of  the 
community,  and  suitably  keyed.  A  writ¬ 
ten  record  shall  be  maintained,  describ¬ 
ing,  for  each  location,  factors  which  may 
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affect  the  recorded  field,  such  as  the 
approximate  time  of  measurement, 
weather,  topography,  overhead  wiring, 
heights  and  types  of  vegetation,  build¬ 
ings  and  other  structures.  The  orienta¬ 
tion,  with  respect  to  the  measuring  loca¬ 
tion  shall  be  indicated  of  objects  of  such 
shape  and  size  as  to  be  capable  of  caus¬ 
ing  shadows  or  reflections.  If  the  strong¬ 
est  signal  received  was  found  to  arrive 
from  a  direction  other  than  that  of  the 
transmitter,  this  fact  shall  be  recorded. 

(3)  Method  of  reporting  measure¬ 
ments.  A  report  of  measurements  to  the 
Commission  shall  be  submitted  in  affi¬ 
davit  form,  in  triplicate,  and  should  con¬ 
tain  the  following  information: 

(i)  A  map  of  the  community  showing 
each  actual  measuring  location,  specifi¬ 
cally  identifying  the  points  at  which  mo¬ 
bile  runs  were  made. 

(ii)  A  table  keyed  to  the  above  map, 
showing  the  field  strength  at  each  meas¬ 
uring  point,  reduced  to  dBu  for  the  actual 
effective  radiated  power  of  the  station. 
Weather,  date,  and  time  of  each  meas¬ 
urement  shall  be  indicated. 

(iii)  Notes  describing  each  measuring 
location. 

(iv)  A  topographic  map  of  the  largest 
available  scale  on  which  are  marked  the 
community  and  the  transmitter  site  of 
the  station  whose  signals  have  been 
measured,  which  includes  all  areas  on  or 
near  the  direct  path  of  signal  propaga¬ 
tion. 

(v)  Computations  of  the  mean  and 
standard  deviation  of  all  measured  field 
strengths,  or  a  graph  on  which  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  measured  field  strength 
values  is  plotted. 

(vf>  A  list  of  calibrated  equipment 
used  for  the  measurements,  which  for 
each  instrument,  specifies  its  manufac¬ 
turer,  type,  serial  number  and  rated  ac¬ 
curacy,  and  the  date  of  its  most  recent 
calibration  by  the  manufacturer,  or  by 
a  laboratory.  Complete  details  of  any  in¬ 
strument  not  of  standard  manufacture 
shall  be  submitted. 

(vii)  A  detailed  description  of  the  pro¬ 
cedure  employed  in  the  calibration  of 
the  measuring  equipment,  including  field 
strength  meters,  measuring  antenna, 
and  connecting  cable. 

4.  Section  73.684  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  paragraphs  (h),  (i),  (J),  (k), 
and  (1)  which  read  as  follows: 

§  73.684  Prediction  of  coverage. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(h)  The  effect  of  terrain  roughness  on 
the  predicted  field  strength  of  a  signal 
at  points  distant  from  a  television  broad¬ 
cast  station  is  assumed  to  depend  on  the 
magnitude  of  a  terrain  roughness  factor 
(A h)  which,  for  a  specific  propagation 
path,  is  determined  by  the  characteristics 
of  a  segment  of  the  terrain  profile  for 
that  path  25  miles  in  length,  located  be¬ 
tween  6  and  31  miles  from  the  transmit¬ 
ter.  The  terrain  roughness  factor  has  a 
value  equal  to  the  difference,  in  meters, 
between  elevations  exceeded  by  all  points 
on  the  profile  for  10  percent  and  90  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  of  the  length  of  the 
profile  segment  (see  S  73.699,  Fig.  10d>. 


(i>  If  the  lowest  field  strength  value  of 
interest  1s  initially  predicted  to  occur  over 
a  particular  propagation  path  at  a  dis¬ 
tance  which  is  less  than  31  miles  from 
the  transmitter,  the  terrain  profile  seg¬ 
ment  used  in  the  determination  of  the 
terrain  roughness  factor  over  that  path 
shall  be  that  included  between  points  6 
miles  from  the  transmitter  and  such 
lesser  distance.  No  terrain  roughness 
correction  need  be  applied  when  all  field 
strength  values  of  interest  are  predicted 
to  occur  6  miles  or  less  from  the  trans¬ 
mitter. 

(j)  Profile  segments  prepared  for  ter¬ 
rain  roughness  factor  determinations 
should  be  plotted  in  rectangular  coordi¬ 
nates,  with  no  less  than  50  points  evenly 
spaced  within  the  segment,  using  data 
obtained  from  topographic  maps,  if  avail¬ 
able,  with  contour  intervals  of  50  feet,  or 
less. 

(k)  The  field  strength  charts  (§  73.- 
699,  Figs.  9- 10c)  were  developed  assum¬ 
ing  a  terrain  roughness  factor  of  50 
meters,  which  is  considered  to  be  repre¬ 
sentative  of  average  terrain  in  the  United 
States.  Where  the  roughness  factor  for 
a  particular  propagation  path  is  found  to 
depart  appreciably  from  this  value,  a 
terrain  roughness  correction  (A F)  should 
be  applied  to  field  strength  values  along 
this  path  as  predicted  with  the  use  of 
these  charts.  The  magnitude  and  sign  of 
this  correction,  for  any  value  of  A/i,  may 
be  determined  from  a  chart  included  in 
§  73.699  as  Figure  lOe,  with  linear  inter¬ 
polation  as  necessary,  for  the  frequency 
of  the  UHF  signal  under  consideration. 

(l)  Alternatively,  the  terrain  rough¬ 
ness  correction  may  be  computed  using 
the  following  formula: 

AF  =  C-0.03(AM  (1  +  //300) 

Where: 

Af= terrain  roughness  correction  in  dB 
C  =  a  constant  having  a  specific  value  for 
use  with  each  set  of  field  strength 
charts: 

1.9  for  TV  Channels  2-6 
2.5  for  TV  Channels  7-13 
4.8  for  TV  Channels  14-69 

Ah -  terrain  roughness  factor  In  meters 
/= frequency  of  signal  In  megahertz 
(MHz) 

5.  In  8  73.686  the  headnote  and  text 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.686  Field  strength  measurements. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  for  in  8  73.612, 
television  broadcast  stations  shall  not  be 
protected  from  any  type  of  interference 
•r  propagation  effect.  Persons  desiring  to 
submit  testimony,  evidence  or  data  to  the 
Commission  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  the  technical  standards  contained 
in  this  subpart  do  not  properly  reflect 
the  levels  of  any  given  type  of  interfer¬ 
ence  or  propagation  effect  may  do  so  only 
in  appropriate  rulemaking  proceedings 
concerning  the  amendment  of  such  tech¬ 
nical  standards.  Persons  making  field 
strength  measurements  for  formal  sub¬ 
mission  to  the  Commission  in  rulemaking 
proceedings,  or  making  such  measure¬ 
ments  upon  the  request  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  shall  follow  the  procedure  for  mak¬ 
ing  and  reporting  such  measurements 
outlined  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 


In  instances  where  a  showing  of  the 
measured  level  of  a  signal  prevailing  over 
a  specific  community  is  appropriate,  the 
procedure  for  making  and  reporting  field 
strength  measurements  for  this  purpose 
is  set  forth  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Collection  of  field  strength  data 
for  propagation  analysis. 

(1)  Preparation  for  measurements. 

(i)  On  large  scale  topographic  maps, 
eight  or  more  radials  are  drawn  from 
the  transmitter  location  to  the  maximum 
distance  at  which  measurements  are  to 
be  made,  with  the  angles  included  be¬ 
tween  adjacent  radials  of  approximately 
equal  size.  Radials  should  be  oriented  so 
as  to  traverse  representative  types  of 
terrain.  The  specific  number  of  radials 
and  their  orientation  should  be  such  as 
to  accomplish  this  objective. 

(ii)  At  a  point  exactly  10  miles  from 
the  transmitter,  each  radial  is  marked, 
and  at  greater  distances  at  successive  two 
mile  intervals.  Where  measurements  are 
to  be  conducted  at  UHF,  or  over  ex¬ 
tremely  rugged  terrain,  shorter  intervals 
may  be  employed,  but  all  such  intervals 
shall  be  of  equal  length.  Accessible  roads 
intersecting  each  radial  as  nearly  as  pos¬ 
sible  at  each  two  mile  marker  are  se¬ 
lected.  These  intersections  are  the  points 
on  the  radial  at  which  measurements  are 
to  be  made,  and  are  referred  to  subse¬ 
quently  as  measuring  locations.  The  ele¬ 
vation  of  each  measuring  location  should 
approach  the  elevation  at  the  corre¬ 
sponding  two  mile  marker  as  nearly  as 
possible. 

(2)  Measurement  procedure.  The  field 
strength  of  the  visual  carrier  shall  be 
measured  with  a  voltmeter  capable  of 
indicating  accurately  the  peak  amplitude 
of  the  synchronizing  signal.  All  meas¬ 
urements  shall  be  made  utilizing  a  receiv¬ 
ing  antenna  designed  for  reception  of 
the  horizontally  polarized  signal  compo¬ 
nent,  elevated  30  feet  above  the  roadbed. 
At  each  measuring  location,  the  follow¬ 
ing  procedure  shall  be  employed. 

(i)  The  instrument  calibration  is 
checked. 

(ii)  The  antenna  is  elevated  to  a 
height  of  30  feet. 

(iii)  Hie  receiving  antenna  is  rotated 
to  determine  if  the  strongest  signal  is 
arriving  from  the  direction  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter. 

(iv)  The  antenna  is  oriented  so  that 
the  section  of  Its  response  pattern  over 
which  maximum  gain  is  realized  is  in  the 
direction  of  the  transmitter. 

(v)  A  mobile  run  of  at  least  100  feet 
is  made,  which  is  centered  on  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  radial  and  the  road,  and 
the  measured  field  strength  is  continu¬ 
ously  recorded  on  a  chart  recorder  over 
the  length  of  the  run. 

(vi)  The  actual  measuring  location  is 
marked  exactly  on  the  topographic  map, 
and  a  written  record,  keyed  to  the  spe¬ 
cific  location,  is  made  of  all  factors  which 
may  affect  the  recorded  field,  such  as 
topography,  height  and  types  of  vegeta¬ 
tion,  buildings,  obstacles,  weather,  and 
other  local  features. 

(vii)  If,  during  the  test  conducted  as 
described  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  (iii)  of 
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this  section,  toe  stoongest  signal  is  found 
to  come  from  a  direction  other  than  from 
the  transmitter,  after  the  mobile  run 
prescribed  in  paragraph  (b)(2)  (v)  of  this 
section  is  concluded,  additional  measure¬ 
ments  shall  be  made  in  a  “cluster”  of  at 
least  five  fixed  points.  At  each  such  point, 
the  field  strengths  with  the  antenna 
oriented  toward  the  transmitter,  and 
with  the  antenna  oriented  so  as  to  re¬ 
ceive  toe  strongest  field,  are  measured 
and  recorded.  Generally,  all  points 
should  be  within  200  feet  of  the  center 
point  of  the  mobile  run. 

(viii)  If  overhead  obstacles  preclude  a 
mobile  run  of  at  least  100  feet,  a 
“cluster”  of  five  spot  measurements  may 
be  made  in  lieu  of  this  run.  The  first 
measurement  in  the  cluster  is  identified. 
Generally,  the  locations  for  other  meas¬ 
urements  shall  be  within  200  feet  of  toe 
location  of  the  first. 

(3)  Method  of  reporting  measure¬ 
ments.  A  report  of  measurements  to  toe 
Commission  shall  be  submitted  in  affi¬ 
davit  form,  in  triplicate,  and  should 
contain  the  following  information: 

(i)  Tables  of  field  strength  measure¬ 
ments,  which,  for  each  measuring  loca¬ 
tion,  set  forth  the  following  data: 

(A)  Distance  from  toe  transmitting 
antenna. 

(B)  Ground  elevation  at  measuring 
location. 

(C)  Date,  time  of  day,  and  weather. 

(D)  Median  field  in  dBu  for  0  dBk,  for 
mobile  run  or  for  cluster,  as  well  as 
maximum  and  minimum  measured  field 
strengths. 

(E)  Notes  describing  each  measuring 
location. 

(ii)  U.S.  Geological  Survey  topo¬ 
graphic  maps,  on  which  is  shown  the 
exact  location  at  which  each  measure¬ 
ment  was  made.  The  original  plots  shall 
be  made  on  maps  of  the  largest  avail¬ 
able  scale.  Copies  may  be  reduced  in  size 
for  convenient  submission  to  the  Com¬ 
mission,  but  not  to  the  extent  that  im¬ 
portant  detail  is  lost.  The  original  maps 
shall  be  made  available,  if  requested.  If 
a  large  number  of  maps  is  involved,  an 
index  map  should  be  submitted. 

(iii)  All  information  necessary  to  de¬ 
termine  the  pertinent  characteristics  of 
the  transmitting  installation,  including 
frequency,  geographical  coordinates  of 
antenna  site,  rated  and  actual  power 
output  of  transmitter,  measured  trans¬ 
mission  line  loss,  antenna  power  gain, 
height  of  antenna  above  ground,  above 
mean  sea  level,  and  above  average  ter¬ 
rain.  The  effective  radiated  power  should 
be  computed,  and  horizontal  and  verti¬ 
cal  plane  patterns  of  the  transmitting 
antenna  should  be  submitted. 

(lv)  A  list  of  calibrated  equipment 
used  in  the  field  strength  survey,  which, 
for  each  instrument,  specifies  its  manu¬ 
facturer,  type,  serial  number  and  rated 


accuracy,  and  toe  date  of  its  most  re¬ 
cent  calibration  by  the  manufacturer,  or 
by  a  laboratory.  Complete  details  of  any 
instrument*  not  of  standard  manufac¬ 
ture  shall  be  submitted. 

(v)  A  detailed  description  of  the  cali¬ 
bration  of  toe  measuring  equipment,  in¬ 
cluding  field  strength  meters,  measuring 
antenna,  and  connecting  cable. 

(vi)  Terrain  profiles  in  each  direction 
in  which  measurements  were  made, 
drawn  on  curved  earth  paper  for  equiv¬ 
alent  4/3  earth  radius,  of  the  largest 
available  scale. 

<c)  Collection  of  field  strength  data 
to  determine  television  service  in  specific 
communities. 

(1)  Preparation  for  measurement,  (i) 
The  population  (P)  of  the  community, 
and  its  suburbs,  if  any,  is  determined  by 
reference  to  an  appropriate  source,  e.g., 
the  1970  U.S.  Census  tables  of  popula¬ 
tion  of  cities  and  urbanized  areas. 

(ii)  The  number  of  locations  at  which 
measurements  are  to  be  made  shall  be 
at  least  15,  and  shall  be  approximately 
equal  to  0.1  (P)  Vi,  if  this  product  is  a 
number  greater  than  15. 

(ill)  A  rectangular  grid,  of  such  size 
and  shape  as  to  encompass  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  the  community  is  drawn  on  an 
accurate  map  of  the  community.  The 
number  of  line  intersections  on  the  grid 
Included  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
community  shall  be  at  least  equal  to  the 
required  number  of  measuring  locations. 
The  position  of  each  intersection  on  the 
community  map  determines  the  location 
at  which  a  measurement  shall  be  made. 

(2)  Measurement  procedure.  The  field 
strength  of  the  visual  carrier  shall  be 
measured,  with  a  voltmeter  capable  of 
indicating  accurately  the  peak  ampli¬ 
tude  of  the  synchronizing  signal.  All 
measurements  shall  be  made  utilizing  a 
receiving  antenna  designed  for  recep¬ 
tion  of  the  horizontally  polarized  signal 
component,  elevated  30  feet  above  street 
level. 

(i)  Each  measuring  location  shall  be 
chosen  as  close  as  feasible  to  a  point 
indicated  on  the  map,  as  previously  pre¬ 
pared,  and  at  as  nearly  the  same  eleva¬ 
tion  as  that  point  as  possible. 

(ii)  At  each  measuring  location,  after 
equipment  calibration  and  elevation  of 
the  antenna,  a  check  is  made  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  strongest  signal  ar¬ 
rives  from  a  direction  other  than  from 
the  transmitter. 

(iii)  At  20  percent  or  more  of  the 
measuring  locations,  mobile  runs,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  made,  with  no  less  than 
three  such  mobile  runs  in  any  case.  The 
points  at  which  mobile  measurements 
are  made  shall  be  well  separated.  Spot 
measurements  may  be  made  at  other 
measuring  points. 

(iv)  Each  actual  measuring  location 
Is  marked  exactly  on  the  map  of  the 


community,  and  suitably  keyed.  A  writ¬ 
ten  record  shall  be  maintained,  describ¬ 
ing,  for  each  location,  factors  which  may 
affect  the  recorded  field,  such  as  the  ap¬ 
proximate  time  of  measurement, 
weather,  topography,  overhead  wiring, 
heights  and  types  of  vegetation,  build¬ 
ings  and  other  structures.  The  orienta¬ 
tion,  with  respect  to  the  measuring  lo¬ 
cation  shall  be  indicated  of  objects  of 
such  shape  and  size  as  to  be  capable  of 
causing  shadows  or  reflections.  If  the 
strongest  signal  received  was  found  to 
arrive  from  a  direction  other  than  that 
of  the  transmitter,  this  fact  shall  be  re¬ 
corded. 

(3)  Method  of  reporting  measure¬ 
ments.  A  report  of  measurements  to  the 
Commission  shall  be  submitted  in  affi¬ 
davit  form,  in  triplicate,  and  should  con¬ 
tain  the  following  information: 

(i)  A  map  of  the  community  showing 
each  actual  measuring  location,  specifi¬ 
cally  identifying  the  points  at  which 
mobile  runs  were  made. 

(ii)  A  table  keyed  to  the  above  map, 
showing  the  field  strength  at  each  meas¬ 
uring  point,  reduced  to  dBu  for  the  ac¬ 
tual  effective  radiated  power  of  the  sta¬ 
tion.  Weather,  date,  and  time  of  each 
measurement  shall  be  indicated. 

(iii)  Notes  describing  each  measuring 
location. 

(iv)  A  topographic  map  of  the  largest 
available  scale  on  which  are  marked  the 
community  and  the  transmitter  site  of 
the  station  whose  signals  have  been 
measured,  which  includes  all  areas  on  or 
near  toe  direct  path  of  signal  propaga¬ 
tion. 

(v)  Computations  of  the  mean  and 
standard  deviation  of  all  measured  field 
strengths,  or  a  graph  on  which  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  measured  field  strength 
values  is  plotted. 

(vi)  A  list  of  calibrated  equipment 
used  for  the  measurements,  which  for 
each  instrument,  specifies  its  manufac¬ 
turer,  type,  serial  number  and  rated  ac¬ 
curacy,  and  the  date  of  its  most  recent 
calibration  by  the  manufacturer,  or  by  a 
laboratory.  Complete  details  of  any  in¬ 
strument  not  of  standard  manufacture 
shall  be  submitted. 

(vli)  A  detailed  description  of  the  pro¬ 
cedure  employed  in  the  calibration  of 
the  measuring  equipment,  including  field 
strength  meters  measuring  antenna,  and 
connecting  cable. 

6.  Section  73.699  is  amended  by  the 
substitution  of  new  Figure  9  for  present 
Figure  9,  the  addition  of  new  Figure  9a, 
the  substitution  of  new  Figure  10  for 
present  Figure  10,  and  the  addition  of 
new  Figures  10a,  10b,  10c,  lOd  and  10e. 
8  73.699,  as  amended,  reads  as  follows: 
§  73.699  Engineering  charts. 

This  section  consists  of  the  following 
Figures  1-3,  5a,  6-10,  lOa-lOe,  1 1—12. 
13-15. 
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TELEVISION. CHANNELS  7-13 
ESTIMATED  FIELD  STRENCTH  EXCEEDED  AT  50  PERCENT 
OF  THE  POTENTIAL  RECEIVER  LOCATIONS  FOR  AT  LEAST  10  PERCENT 
OF  THE  TIME  AT  A  RECEIVING  ANTENNA  HEIGHT  OF  30  FEET 
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F  (50.50)  CHANNELS  14-69 


Transmitting  Antenna  Height  in  Feet 


TELEVISION  CHANNELS  14-69 
ESTIMATED  FIELD  STRENGTH  EXCEEOEO  AT  50  PERCENT 
OF  THE  POTENTIAL  RECEIVER  LOCATIONS  FOR  AT  LEAST  50  PERCENT 
OF  THE  TIME  AT  A  RECEIVING  ANTENNA  HEICHT  OF  30  FEET 


FCC  §73.699  FIGURE  10b 
(new) 
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F  (50,50)  CHANNELS  14-69 


Transmitting  Antenna  Height  in  Feel 


TELEVISION  CHANNELS  14-69^ 

ESTIMATED  FIEtD  STRENGTH  EXCEEDED  AT  50  PERCENT 
OF  THE  POTENTIAL  RECEIVER  LOCATIONS  FOR  AT  LEAST.  50  PERCENT 
OF  THE  TIME  AT  A  RECEIVING  ANTENNA  HEIGHT  OF  30  FEET 


FCC  §73.699  FIGURE  10b 
(new} 
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Transmilling  Antenna  Height  in  Feet 


TELEVISION  CHANNELS  14  -69 
ESTIMATED  FIELD-STRENGTH  EXCEEOEO  AT  50  PERCENT 
OF  THE  POTENTIAL  RECEIVER  LOCATIONS  FOR  AT  LEAST  10  PERCENT 
OF  THE  TIME  AT  A  RECEIVING  ANTENNA  HEIGHT  OF  30  FEET 


PCC  §73.699  FICURE  10c 
(new) 
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TERRAIN  ROUGHNESS  CORRECTION 
for  use  with  estimated  F(50,50)  and  F(50,10)  field  strength  curve* 

FCC  §73.699  FIGURE  10a 
(new) 

[FR  Doc.75-16898  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  989  ] 

RAISINS  PRODUCED  FROM  GRAPES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Change  in  List  of  Varietal  Types 

to  Include  Dipped  Seedless  Raisins  and 

Proposed  Applicable  Grade  Standards 

Notice  is  given  of  a  proposal  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Raisin  Administrative 
Committee  to:  (1)  Change  the  list  of 
varietal  types  of  raisins  in  §  989.110  of 
Subpart — Administrative  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  (7  CFR  Part  989.101-989.176)  by 
adding  “Dipped  Seedless’*  raisins  to  that 
list  and  deleting  “Soda  Dipped’’  raisins 
from  the  list;  and  (2)  amend  Subpart — 
Supplementary  Orders  Regulating  Han¬ 
dling  (7  CFR  989.201-989.230;  40  FR 
4417)  by  adding  two  new  sections, 
g§  989.211  and  969.212.  containing  mini¬ 
mum  grade  and  condition  standards  for 
natural  condition  “Dipped  Seedless’* 
raisins  and  minimum  grade  standards 
for  packed  “Dipped  Seedless”  raisins,  re¬ 
spectively. 

This  action  would  be  taken  under 
§S  989.10,  989.58(b)  and  989.59(b)  of  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  989,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
989),  regulating  the  handling  of  raisins 
produced  from  grapes  grown  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  are  effective  under  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) . 

The  proposal  would  add  a  new  varietal 
type  of  raisin.  Dipped  Seedless,  to  the  list 
of  varietal  types  of  raisins  contained  in 
S  089.110.  This  new  varietal  type  would 
include  all  raisins  produced  from  grapes 
which  are  sprayed  with,  or  dipped  in, 
water,  with  or  without  a  chemical  addi¬ 
tive,  after  such  grapes  have  been  removed 
from  the  vines  and  which  are  sun-dried 
or  artificially  dehydrated.  This  proposed 
varietal  type  would  include  those  raisins 
currently  Identified  as  “Soda  Dipped” 
raisins.  The  Committee  concluded  that 
raisins  produced  by  the  various  dipping 
methods  possess  characteristics  so  similar 
to  each  other  that  it  is  desirable  to  have 
them  all  identified  and  classified  as  one 
varietal  type  of  raisin. 

The  Committee  also  recommended  that 
the  minimum  grade  and  condition  stand¬ 
ards  and  minimum  grade  standards 
which  are  currently  applicable  to  Soda 
Dipped  raisins  would  be  appropriate  for 
Dipped  Seedless  raisins. 

In  addition  to  the  changes  proposed 
by  the  Raisin  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  the  Department  proposes  to  change 
the  descriptive  heading  “Subpart — Sup¬ 


plementary  Orders  Regulating  Handling” 
to  “Subpart — Supplementary  Regula¬ 
tions”.  It  can  be  inferred  from  the  cur¬ 
rent  heading  that  the  sections  contained 
in  this  Subpart  are  actually  sections  of 
the  marketing  order.  The  proposed 
change  would  more  accurately  identify 
the  content  of  this  Subpart. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  per¬ 
taining  to  the  proposal  which  are  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Room  112, 
Administrative  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  not  later  than  July  18,  1975. 
All  written  submissions  made  regarding 
this  notice  should  be  in  quadruplicate 
and  will  be  made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  officials  hours  of  business 
(7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  proposal  is  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  §  989.110  of  Subpart — Ad¬ 
ministrative  Rules  and  Regulations  (7 
CFR  Part  989.101-989.176)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  989,110  Changed  list  of  varietal  types. 

Pursuant  to  §  989.10,  the  list  of  varietal 
types  of  raisins  contained  in  that  section 
is  changed  to  read:  Natural  (sun-dried) 
Thompson  Seedless,  natural  (sun-dried) 
Muscat,  natural  (sun-dried)  or  artifi¬ 
cially  dehydrated  Sultana,  natural  (sun- 
dried)  or  artificially  dehydrated  Zante 
Currant,  Layer  Muscat,  Golden  Seedless, 
Sulfur  Bleached,  Dipped  Seedless,  Valen¬ 
cia  and  Monukka. 

2.  Change  the  center  heading  reading 
“Subpart — Supplementary  Orders  Regu¬ 
lating  Handling”  to  “Subpart — Supple¬ 
mentary  Regulations’*,  and  add  two  new 
sections  to  this  Subpart  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  989.211  Minimum  grade  and  condition 
standards  for  Dipped  Seedless  raisins. 

Under  g  989.58(b)  the  minimum  grade 
and  condition  standards  for  Dipped 
Seedless  raisins  shall  be  those  set  forth 
for  Soda  Dipped  raisins  in  g  989.97  Ex¬ 
hibit  B  of  this  part. 

§  989.212  Minimum  grade  standards  for 
packed  Dipped  Seedless  raisins. 

Under  g  989.59(b) ,  the  minimum  grade 
standards  for  packed  Dipped  Seedless 
raisins  shall  be  those  set  forth  for  Soda 
Dipped  raisins  in  g  989.59(a)  (2)  (1)  of 
this  part. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

Dated:  June  25, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-17079  Filed  6-30-76:8*5  am] 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
[7  CFR  Part  1464] 
FLUE-CURED  TOBACCO 

Grade  Loan  Rates  for  Price  Support  on 
1975-Crop  Tobacco;  Correction 

In  F.R.  Docket  75-15442  appearing  on 
pages  25217  and  25218,  in  the  issue  of 
June  13,  1975,  the  following  corrections 
are  made : 

(1)  On  page  25218  in  the  first  column 
of  the  first  double  column  under  the 
loan  schedule,  the  next  to  the  last  grade 
B5R  between  B6KV  and  B4GL,  should 
be  B5RR. 

(2)  On  page  25218  in  the  center  col¬ 
umn  in  the  last  column  of  the  double 
column  the  eighth  grade  from  the  end 
N4L  should  be  NIL. 

(3)  On  the  same  page  and  directly 
below  the  above  (2)  NIL,  grade  N5XL 
should  be  N1XL. 

Effective  date:  July  1, 1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  June 
27, 1975. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Administrator,  Agriculture  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

| FR  Doc.75-17186  Filed  6-30,76:8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[29  CFR  Part  1907] 

[Docket  No.  8-1001 

ACCREDITATION  OF  TESTING 
LABORATORIES 

Proposed  Revocation;  Extension  of 

Post-Hearing  Comment  Period 

On  November  13, 1974,  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  in  section  8(g)  of  the  Williams- 
Steiger  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1600;  29  U.S.C.  657) , 
section  107  of  the  Contract  Work  Hours 
and  Safety  Standards  Act  (83  Stat.  96; 
40  U.S.C.  333),  5  U.S.C.  553,  Secretary 
of  Labor’s  Order  No.  12-71  (36  FR  8754) 
and  notice  of  hearing  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  October  1,  1974  (39 
FR  35381),  an  Informal  public  hearing 
concerning  the  proposed  revocation  of 
Part  1907.  Accreditation  of  Testing  Labo¬ 
ratories,  of  Title  29  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  was  held  in  the  Depart¬ 
mental  Auditorium,  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  between  12th  and  14th  Streets, 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Administrative  Law  Judge  kept 
the  record  of  the  hearing  open  until  De¬ 
cember  13,  1974,  to  receive  written  ln- 
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formation  from  any  person  who  had  par¬ 
ticipated  in  the  oral  proceeding.  On  the 
basis  of  a  request  for  additional  time  to 
submit  written  comments  and  to  allow  a 
period  of  time  for  public  comments  on 
certain  documents  which  were  not  pre¬ 
viously  available,  a  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  January  30, 
1975  (40  FR  4439).  extending  the  post¬ 
hearing  comment  period  until  March  31, 
1975. 

The  documents  were  not  made  avail¬ 
able  in  the  record  prior  to  the  extended 
closing  date  of  March  31,  1975,  but  are 
currently  being  placed  in  the  public  ree¬ 
d'd.  Therefore,  in  order  to  allow  an  ap¬ 
propriate  amount  of  time  for  all  inter¬ 


ested  persons  to  review  the  documents 
and  if  desired  submit  written  comments, 
I  am  hereby  providing  an  additional  pe¬ 
riod  of  time,  until  July  31,  1975,  for  pub¬ 
lic  comments  from  any  interested  per¬ 
sons.  The  documents  wil'  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  following 
address : 

Technical  Data  Center 
Docket  Office 
Room  N-3620 

New  Department  of  Labor  Bldg. 

200  Constitution  Avenue,  NW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20210 

Accordingly,  any  interested  person  may 
submit  comments  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  revocation  of  29  CFR  Part  1907, 
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postmarked  no  later  than  July  31,  1975. 
Written  comments  may  be  submitted  to 
the  Docket  Officer,  OSHA  Technical 
Data  Center,  Docket  No.  S-100,  Room 
N-3620,  200  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Washington, 
D  C.  20210. 

tSeo.  8,  PXi.  81-596,  84  Stat.  1600  (29  U.S.C. 
657);  Sec.  107,  Pub.  L.  91-54,  83  Stat.  96  (40 
U.S.C.  833);  5  U8.C.  653;  Secretary  of  Labor's 
Order  No.  12-71,  86  FR  8754. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  24th 
day  of  June,  1975. 

John  Stender. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
[FR  Doc  75-17088  Filed  6  30-75.8:45  am| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notices  CM-5/64] 

OCEAN  AFFAIRS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Ocean  Affairs  Advisory 
Committee  will  be  convened  on  July  23 
and  24,  1975,  at  the  Fort  Brown  Motor 
Hotel,  1900  E.  Elizabeth  Street,  Browns¬ 
ville.  Texas,  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  Committee  meeting  on  July  23  and 
the  morning  session  of  the  meeting  on 
July  24  will  not  be  open  to  the  public 
since  the  discussions  will  be  devoted  to 
matters  exempt  from  public  disclosure 
under  5  USC  522(b)(1)  and  the  public 
interest  requires  that  such  discussions 
be  withheld  from  disclosure.  These  dis¬ 
cussions  will  be  confined  to  classified 
briefings  on  the  recent  Law  of  the  Sea 
Conference  in  Geneva  and  fisheries  ne¬ 
gotiations,  and  will  include  examination 
and  discussion  of  classified  documents. 

The  afternoon  session  of  the  meeting 
on  July  24  will  be  open  to  the  public  and 
will  commence  at  2:30  p.m.  This  discus¬ 
sion  will  be  a  public  briefing  on  the  Law 
of  the  Sea  Conference  in  Geneva,  the 
U.S.  single  negotiating  text,  and  status 
of  fisheries  discussions  held  over  the  last 
year.  There  will  be  a  general  question 
and  answer  period  at  the  end  of  the 
meeting. 

Dated:  June  24,  1975. 

Thomas  A.  Clingan,  Jr., 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Oceans  and  Fisheries  Affairs. 

[PR  Doc.76-17132  Piled  6-S0-75;8:46  am| 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Fiscal  Service 

[Dept.  Circ.  670,  1974  Rev.,  Supp.  No.  21  [ 

ARGONAUT  INSURANCE  COMPANY 

Surety  Companies  Acceptable  on  Federal 
Bonds:  Termination  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Authority  issued  by  the  Treas¬ 
ury  to  the  Argonaut  Insurance  Company, 
Menlo  Park,  California,  under  sections  6 
to  13  of  title  6  of  the  United  States  Code, 
to  qualify  as  an  acceptable  surety  on 
Federal  bonds  is  hereby  terminated,  ef¬ 
fective  June  30, 1975. 

The  company  was  last  listed  as  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  surety  on  Federal  bonds  at  39 
FR  26364,  July  18, 1974. 

Bond-approving  officers  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should,  In  instances  where  such 


action  is  necessary,  secure  new  bonds  in 
lieu  of  bonds  executed  by  Argonaut  In¬ 
surance  Company. 

Dated:  June  26, 1975. 

John  K.  Carlock, 
Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

|  FR  Doc  75-17151  Piled  6-30-75:8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

SUPPLEMENT  TO  DEPARTMENT 
CIRCULAR 

Public  Debt  Series — No.  19-75 

June  26,  1975. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  an¬ 
nounced  on  June  25,  1975,  that  the  in¬ 
terest  rate  on  the  notes  described  in 
Department  Circular  —  Public  Debt 
Series — No.  19-75,  dated  June  19,  1975, 
will  be  7%  percent  per  annum.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  notes  are  hereby  redesignated 
7%  peroent  Treasury  Notes  of  Series  E- 
1979.  Interest  on  the  notes  will  be  pay¬ 
able  at  the  rate  of  7%  percent  per 
annum. 

John  K.  Carlock, 
Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-17099  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK  FORCE 

ON  SPECIFICATIONS  AND  STANDARDS 

IMPROVEMENT 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  effective  January  5,  1973,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  Defense  Sci¬ 
ence  Board  Task  Force  on  Specifications 
and  Standards  Improvement  will  meet 
in  open  session  at  0900  hours  on  Tues¬ 
day,  July  29,  1975,  in  Room  1E801  #2. 
the  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C, 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  Director  of  Defense  Research 
and  Engineering  on  overall  research  and 
engineering  and  to  provide  long  range 
guidance  in  these  areas  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense. 

The  primary  responsibility  of  the 
Task  Force  is  to  provide  an  evaluation 
of  current  DoD  Specifications  and  Stand¬ 
ards  and  the  related  DoD  organization, 
system  and  procedures  to  serve  as  a  basis 
for  DoD  policy  decisions  to  reduce  costs 
in  systems/equipment  design  and  appli¬ 
cation. 

At  this  meeting,  the  Task  Force  will 
discuss  its  findings  to  date,  summarise 


actions  taken  and  projected,  relate  spec¬ 
ifications  and  standards  impact  on  F-16 
design  and  production,  consider  cost  im¬ 
pact  on  weapon  systems  and  equipment 
of  specifications  and  standards  govern¬ 
ing  reliability,  maintainability,  quality, 
configuration  control  and  the  like,  and 
consider  related  subjects  that  may  come 
before  the  group. 

Attendees  outside  of  Task  Force  mem¬ 
bership  will  be  admitted  as  observers  to 
the  proceedings.  With  time  permitting 
and  at  the  discretion  of  the  Chairman,  a 
specified  but  limited  time  will  be  allotted 
so  as  to  permit  observers  to  comment, 
make  recommendations,  take  issue,  or 
otherwise  speak  with  respect  to  the 
subjects. 

Due  to  the  limited  time  and  space 
availability,  it  Is  requested  that  persons 
interested  in  attending  the  DSB  Task 
Force  meeting  provide  written  notice  to 
the  address  listed  below  by  July  23,  1975. 
Notice  should  include  information  with 
respect  to  interest  and  degree  of 
participation. 

Mr.  Lester  Fox,  Director,  Defense  Materiel 

Specifications  and  Standards  Office,  Cam¬ 
eron  Station,  Alexandria,  Virginia  22314. 

Telephone  inquiries  may  also  be  made 
to  Mr.  Fox  at  (202)  274-7061. 

Dated:  June  26, 1975. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  OASD  ( Comptroller ) . 

[FR  Doc.75-17075  Filed  6-86-75:8:45  am] 


DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK  FORCE 
ON  "SURFACE  NAVAL  WARFARE” 

Meeting 

The  Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force 
on  Surface  Naval  Warfare  will  meet  in 
closed  session  on  7-8  August  1975  at  the 
Naval  War  College,  Newport,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land.  The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  the  Director  of  Defense  Re¬ 
search  and  Engineering  on  overall  re¬ 
search  and  engineering  and  to  provide 
long  range  guidance  in  these  areas  to  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

The  Task  Force  will  undertake  a  re¬ 
view  of  the  adequacy  and  directions  of 
U.S.  Navy  programs  in  surface  offensive 
operations  in  the  face  of  continuing  in¬ 
creases  in  Soviet  capabilities  in  naval 
weapons,  command  and  control,  and  out- 
of-area  operations.  The  Task  Force  will 
concentrate  first  on  U.S.  programs  in 
tactical  surface  surveillance,  targeting, 
command  and  oontrol,  and  weaponry  for 
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surface  engagement  to  help  assure  that 
our  R&D  investments  yield  the  greatest 
improvement  in  our  total  force  capabili¬ 
ties,  when  deployed  in  quantities  we  can 
afford.  Classified  details  of  U.S.  and  So¬ 
viet  systems  will  be  reviewed. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
Appendix  I,  Title  5,  United  States  Code, 
it  has  been  determined  that  this  Task 
Force  meeting  concerns  matters  listed 
in  section  552(b)  of  Title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code,  specifically  subparagraph 
(1)  thereof,  and  that  accordingly  this 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

Dated:  June 26, 1975. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  ( Comptroller ) . 

[FR  Doc.76-17076  Filed  6-30-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

IMPORTATION  OF  CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Application 

June  23, 1975. 

Pursuant  to  section  1008  of  the  Con¬ 
trolled  Substance  Import  and  Export  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  958(h)),  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  shall,  prior  to  issuing  a  registration 
under  this  section  to  a  bulk  manufac¬ 
turer  of  a  controlled  substance  in  sched¬ 
ule  I  or  n,  and  prior  to  issuing  a  regu¬ 
lation  under  section  1002(a)  authorizing 
the  importation  of  such  a  substance, 
provide  manufacturers  holding  registra¬ 
tions  for  the  bulk  manufacture  of  the 
substance  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

Therefore  in  accordance  with  1311.42 
of  Title  21,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  23, 
1975,  THE  VITARINE  CO.,  INC.,  227-15 
N.  Conduit  Avenue,  Springfield  Gardens, 
N.Y.  11413,  made  application  to  the  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration  to  be  reg¬ 
istered  as  an  importer  of  codeine,  a  basic 
class  controlled  substance  listed  in 
schedule  II. 

Any  person  registered  to  manufacture 
codeine  in  bulk  may,  on  or  before  August 
5,  1975  file  written  comments  on  or  ob¬ 
jections  to  the  issuance  of  the  proposed 
registration  and  may,  at  the  same  time, 
file  written  request  for  a  hearing  on  the 
application  (stating  with  particularity 
the  objections  or  issues,  if  any,  concern¬ 
ing  which  the  person  desires  to  be  heard 
and  a  brief  summary  of  his  position  on 
those  objections  or  issues) . 

Comments  and  objections  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Office  of 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  Drug  .en¬ 
forcement  Administration,  Room  1130, 
1405  Eye  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C, 
20537. 

Dated:  June  23,1975. 

Henry  8.  Doc  in, 
Acting  Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

]FE  Doc.75-17086  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[NM  25920,  25921,  25922,  25923,  25924. 

25925,  25926,  25927,  25933,  25934] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

June  23,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185) ,  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  nine  4%  inch  and  one  2% 
inch  natural  gas  pipeline  rights-of-way 
across  the  following  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T  27  N.,  R.  7  W„ 

Sec.  29,  NV6SE%: 

Sec.  30,  Lot  3  and  NE'iSWVi. 

T.  27  N„  R.  8  W„ 

Sec.  23,  S1/6NWV4; 

Sec.  25,  NW>4SW*4; 

Sec.  26,  NEV4SWV4; 

T  on  M  p  QU/ 

Sec.  24,  Lot  3  and  SEV4NWV4. 

T.  31  N„  R.  9  W.. 

Sec  33,  Lots  10, 11  and  12. 

T.  31  N„  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  10,  Lots  8  and  12; 

Sec.  11,  Lot  12; 

Sec.  17,  Lots  8  and  11; 

Sec.  20,  Lot  4. 

T.  32  N.,  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  19,  Lot  15. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural 
gas  across  2.033  miles  of  national  re¬ 
source  lands  in  Rio  Arriba  and  San  Juan 
Counties,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved, 
and  if  so,  under  what  terms  and 
conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  NE,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

|FR  Doc  75-17118  FUed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


JNM  25928,  25929] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

June  23,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  Southern  Union  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  two  4  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  rights-of-way  across  the  following 
lands: 


New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

Nrw  Mexico 

T.  19  S.,  R.  25  E., 

Sec.  27,SE]4SE%; 

Sec.  84,  NE&NE%; 

Sec.  35,  WVfeNWft  and  SE',4NW]4. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  29  E.. 

Sec.  29.  S»AN>/2,  NW>4SW%  and  NEV4SE',i. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural 
gas  across  1.149  miles  of  national  re¬ 
source  lands  in  Eddy  County,  New  Mex¬ 
ico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  NM  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

|FR  Doc  75-17119  FUed  6-30-75:8:45  am| 


[NM  25930] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

June  23,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  Southern  Union  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  one  4  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  right-of-way  across  the  following 
land: 

New  Mkxioo  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  31  N.,  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  26,  Lot  16. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .099  miles  of  national  resource 
lands  in  San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  NE,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.76-17120  FUed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[NM  25765] 

NEW  MEXICO 

Proposed  Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands 

June  13,  1975. 

The  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army,  has  filed  application 
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NM  25765,  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
lands  described  below  from  all  forms  of 
appropriation,  including  the  general  min¬ 
ing  and  the  mineral  leasing  laws,  except 
that  grazing  leases  or  permits  may  be 
issued  for  lands  in  the  safety  area.  The 
land  will  be  operated  as  a  bombing  range 
for  the  purpose  of  training  Air  Force 
personnel  of  the  Tactical  Air  Command 
stationed  at  Cannon  Air  Force  Base,  New 
Mexico. 

On  or  before  July  31,  1975,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions  or  objections  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  withdrawal  may  present  their 
views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned  offi¬ 
cer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Chief,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Technical  Services,  PO.  Box 
1449,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  undertake  such 
investigations  as  are  necessary  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  existing  and  potential  demand 
for  the  land  and  its  resources.  He  will 
also  undertake  negotiations  with  the  ap¬ 
plicant  agency  with  the  view  of  adjusting 
the  application  to  reduce  the  area  to  the 
minimum  essential  to  meet  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the  maximum 
concurrent  utilization  of  the  land  for 
purposes  other  than  the  applicant’s,  to 
eliminate  land  needed  for  purposes  more 
essential  than  the  applicant’s,  and  to 
reach  agreement  on  the  concurrent  man¬ 
agement  of  the  land  and  its  resources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  land  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  applicant  agency. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of  record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  lands  Involved  in  the  application 
are: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 

T.  1  N.,  R.  30  E„ 

Sec.  2,  S'/2; 

Sec.  11* 

Sec.  20,’  S  l/2  SE  '4; 

Sec.  28. 

T.  2  N„  R.  80  E., 

Sec.  20,  E%8EK: 

Sec.  21,  SW%  and  WViSE^; 

Sec.  28,  and  W'/2; 

Sec.  29,  EyaE»4: 

Sec.  32,  E%E%; 

Sec.  33,  NWy4  and  S%SWV*. 

T.  1  S.,  R.  30  E., 

Secs.  2,  3  and  4; 

Sec.  8,  lots  1  and  2; 

Sec.  9,  Nft  and  NftSft; 

Sec.  10,  Nft  and  NfcSft; 

Sec.  11,  N}4  andNftSft. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  6713.90 
acres  in  Roosevelt  County. 

Michael  T.  Solan, 

Chief, 

Division  of  Technical  Services. 

I  PR  Doc. 75-17121  Piled  8-30-75:8:46  am] 


NOTICES 

REDELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY  TO 
AREA  MANAGERS 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  Bureau  Order  No.  701  dated  July  23, 
1964,  as  amended,  the  Area  Managers 
of  the  Garnet  and  Helena  Resource 
Areas  of  the  Missoula  District,  Montana, 
are  authorized  to  perform  in  their  re¬ 
spective  areas  of  responsibility,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  existing  policies  and 
regulations  of  this  Department  and  un¬ 
der  the  direct  supervision  of  the  District 
Manager,  the  functions  listed  below,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  limitation  set  forth  in  Bureau 
Order  No.  701,  as  amended,  together 
with  any  limitations  specified  below: 

Authority  in  Specified  Matters 

Sec.  3.3  Fiscal  Affairs.  The  Area  Man¬ 
ager  may  take  all  action  on: 

(d)  Trespass.  Determine  liability  for 
trespass  on  the  public  lands  and  dispose 
of  resources  recovered  in  trespass  cases 
for  not  less  than  the  appraised  value 
thereof,  when  actual  damages  do  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $1,000.00.  Accept  payment  in  full 
where  actual  damages  do  not  exceed 
$1,000.00. 

Sec.  3.7  Range  Management.  The  Area 
Manager  may  take  all  the  listed  actions 
on: 

(a)  Licenses  and  permits  to  graze  or 
trail  livestock. 

(3)  Permits  or  cooperative  agreements 
to  construct  and/or  maintain  range  im¬ 
provements  and  determine  the  value  of 
such  improvements. 

(b)  Grazing  leases. 

(d)  Soil  and  moisture  conservation. 

(e)  Controlled  brush  burning.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  plans  and  specifications 
approved  by  the  State  Director. 

Sec.  3.8.  Forest  Management.  The  Area 
Manager  may  take  all  actions  on: 

(a)  Dispose  of  or  permit  the  use  of 
forest  products  when  authorized  by  law 
on  lands  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  under  ap¬ 
plicable  portions  of  43  CFR.  This  au¬ 
thority  does  not  include  sales  of  forest 
products  exceeding  250,000  board  feet  in 
volume. 

Sec.  3.9  Land  Use.  The  Area  Manager 
may  take  all  actions: 

(g)  Material  other  than  forest  prod¬ 
ucts  not  exceeding  $1,000.00  in  value. 

(m)  Grant  rights-of-way  (Tram  Road 
Permits)  over  public  and  acquired  land 
pursuant  to  43  CFR  2811. 

The  District  Manager  may  at  any  time 
temporarily  reserve,  restrict,  or  withhold 
any  portion  of  the  above  delegated  au¬ 
thority  through  use  of  Form  1213-1  Dis¬ 
trict  Office  Authority  and  Responsibility 
Guide. 

This  order  will  become  effective  on 
July  11, 1975. 

The  previous  redelegation  dated  May 
15, 1975,  (40  FR  21055)  is  hereby  revoked. 

John  F.  Fields, 
District  Manager. 

Approved: 

Harold  C.  Lynd, 

Acting  State  Director 

[FR  Doc.75-17123  Filed  8-30-75;  8:46  am] 
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Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
[Docket  No.  M75-1181 

ALABAMA  BY  PRODUCTS  CORP. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301(c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(0 
(1970),  Alabama  By-Products  Corpora¬ 
tion  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.1405  to  its 
Gorgas  America  No.  7  Mine,  Walker 
County,  Alabama. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  au  op¬ 
erator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March  30, 
1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  automatic 
couplers  which  couple  by  impact  and  un¬ 
couple  without  the  necessity  of  persons  going 
between  the  ends  of  such  equipment.  All 
haulage  equipment  without  automatic 
couplers  in  use  In  a  mine  on  March  30,  1970, 
shall  also  be  so  equipped  within  4  years  after 
March  30, 1970. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Petitioner 
states: 

1.  Mining  is  accomplished  by  conven¬ 
tional  equipment,  that  is,  cutting 
machines,  drills,  loaders,  shuttle  cars, 
etc.,  and  by  continuous  mining  machines. 
The  mined  coal  is  transported  from  each 
section  by  belt  conveyor  to  a  raw  coal 
storage  pile  on  the  surface  adjacent  to 
the  preparation  plant. 

2.  At  the  subject  mine  there  are  ap¬ 
proximately  ten  rail  cars  of  various  types 
used  to  transport  supplies.  Normal  pro¬ 
cedure  calls  for  empty  cars  to  be  hoisted 
up  the  slope,  loaded  with  required  ma¬ 
terial,  and  then  lowered  back  down  into 
the  mine.  From  the  slope  bottom  the  cars 
are  pulled  by  trolley  locomotive  to  vari¬ 
ous  operating  areas. 

3.  Practice  at  this  mine  dictates  that 
only  one  supply  car,  loaded  or  empty,  is 
hoisted  or  lowered  at  a  time.  On  those 
occasions  when  a  heavier  than  normal 
load  is  to  be  handled,  the  dummy  or 
chain  car  is  set  aside  and  the  load  con¬ 
nected  directly  to  the  hoist  rope. 

4.  The  need  for  an  alternate  coupling 
arrangement  is  necessitated  by  the  slope 
wrhich  was  designed  to  accommodate  sup¬ 
ply  cars  fitted  with  link  and  pin  type 
couplings.  The  vertical  curves  at  the 
slope  top  and  bottom  have  short  radii. 
The  use  of  automatic  couplings  over 
these  curves  would  result  in  added  stress 
to  the  coupling  and  possible  derailment 
of  cars  due  to  the  vertical  inflexibility  of 
the  coupling  relative  to  the  car. 

5.  Alternate  Method.  Approval  of  this 
alternate  system  as  a  satisfactory  re¬ 
placement  of  the  standard  mandating 
automatic  coupling  of  mine  cars  after 
March  30,  1974,  is  subject  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  understanding  and  conditions  which 
are  incorporated  as  parts  of  the  alternate 
system. 

A.  All  supply  cars  and  the  slope 
dummy  car  will  be  fitted  with  modifica¬ 
tion  shown  on  drawings  G  1 2-1-002. 1 


1  Drawings  O  12-1-002  are  available  for  In¬ 
spection  at  the  address  contained  In  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  notice. 
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B.  All  slope  haulage  employees  at  the 
mine  will  be  trained  and  instructed  in 
the  proper  use  of  the  “Chain  Setter  Rod” 
and  its  use  will  be  mandatory.  More 
specifically  in  this  regard: 

1.  All  employees  who  connect  or  dis¬ 
connect  supply  cars  at  the  slope  will  be 
instructed  in  the  use  of  the  chain  setter 
rod. 

2.  Thereafter,  any  new  employees 
hired  as  a  haulage  or  slope  man  or  trans¬ 
ferred  to  such  a  position  shall  be  in¬ 
structed  in  the  use  of  the  chain  setter. 

3.  This  instruction  shall  be  repeated  at 
six  month  intervals. 

4.  The  company  shall  maintain  a  rec¬ 
ord  of  names  and  dates  that  each  em¬ 
ployee  receives  this  instruction  and  re¬ 
instruction. 

5.  The  requirement  that  the  use  of 
the  chain  setter  shall  be  a  mandatory 
safety  rule  at  this  mine  shall  be  posted 
on  the  regular  company  and  union  bul¬ 
letin  boards  at  the  mine. 

6.  Safety  Consideration.  The  alter¬ 
nate  method  set  forth  above  will  provide 
no  less  than  the  same  measure  of  pro¬ 
tection  to  miners  at  the  Gorgas  No.  7 
Mine  that  to  be  afforded  by  30  CFR  75.- 
1405  and  75.1405-1  of  the  Departmental 
regulations.  The  alternate  method  will 
actually  provide  greater  protection  and 
thus  avoid  diminution  of  safety  that  has 
resulted  by  conversion  to  automatic 
couplings.  This  is  because: 

1.  Automatic  couplings  inherently 
lack  the  flexibility  required  to  permit 
mine  cars  to  freely  negotiate  the  vertical 
curves  of  the  slope  at  this  mine. 

2.  The  proposed  system  meets  the  pri¬ 
mary  desired  effect  of  automatic  cou¬ 
plings  in  that  employees  will  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  place  themselves  or  any  part 
of  their  body  between  cars  at  any  poten¬ 
tial  pinch  point. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  31, 1975. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Ar¬ 
lington,  Virginia  222Q3.  Copies  of  the  pe¬ 
tition  are  available  for  inspection  at  that 
address. 

Dated:  June  24, 1975. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

[PR  Doc.75-17124  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M7 5-119) 

CF&I  STEEL  CORP. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301  (c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970) ,  CF&I  Steel  Corporation  has  filed 
a  petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1403-10(b)  to  Its  Allen  Mine, 
Weston,  Colorado. 

30  CFR  75.1403-10 (b)  provides: 


NOTICES 


Cars  on  main  haulage  roads  should  not  be 
pushed,  except  where  necessary  to  push  cars 
from  side  tracks  located  near  the  working 
section  to  the  producing  entries  and  rooms, 
where  necessary  to  clear  switches  and  side¬ 
tracks,  and  on  the  approach  to  cages,  slopes, 
and  surface  inclines. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Petitioner 
states: 

1.  MESA’s  interpretation  of  §  75.1403- 
10(b)  of  the  Regulations  precludes  CF&I 
from  pushing  mine  cars  from  the  last 
switch  or  parting  inby  the  loader  head 
at  the  Allen  Mine. 

2.  The  only  way  to  move  mine  cars 
from  the  last  switch  or  parting  inby  the 
loader  head  and  back  out  again,  without 
pushing  them,  in  compliance  with 
MESA’s  Notice  to  Provide  Safeguards,  is¬ 
sued  on  October  24,  1973,  is  to  place  a 
locomotive  at  each  end  of  the  line  of 
cars  and  to  require  the  locomotive  opera¬ 
tor  to  walk  from  one  locomotive  to  the 
other  while  cars  are  being  loaded. 

3.  The  procedure  described  in  the  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph  is  a  safety  hazard 
to  the  locomotive  operator  who  must 
change  cars,  is  unnecessary  because  it 
is  not  required  by  the  Act  or  the  De¬ 
partmental  regulations.  It  would  be  no 
less  safe  to  allow  CF&I  to  push  cars  the 
short  distance  from  the  last  parting  in  by 
the  loader  head. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition 
may  request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  July  31, 
1975.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Departmental  Hearings  Branch, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  6432 
Federal  Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84138.  Copies  of  the  petition  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  24,  1975. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
[FR  Doc.75-17125  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  M  75-106] 

CF&I  STEEL  CORP. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  CF&I  Steel  Corporation  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  Allen  Mine, 
Weston,  Colorado. 

30.  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where 
the  height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  elec¬ 
tric  face  equipment,  including  shuttle  cars, 
be  provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  op¬ 
erating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

In  support  of  its  petition.  Petitioner 
states: 

1.  Petitioner  provides  substantially 
constructed  canopies  for  all  operators 
of  all  electric  face  equipment  including 


roof  bolting  machines  as  required  by 
§  75.1710.  Petitioner  does  not  provide 
canopies  for  miners  who  are  installing 
roof  bolts.  Such  canopies  are  unneces¬ 
sary.  These  miners  are  protected  by  per¬ 
manent  supports  consisting  of  steel 
beams  with  wooden  legs  at  each  end 
installed  in  accordance  with  the  roof 
control  plan.  Where  steel  beams  are 
not  required,  these  miners  are  protected 
by  steel  straps  supported  by  timber 
jacks.  A  cab  or  canopy  would  afford  these 
miners  no  greater  protection  than  they 
now  have. 

2.  MESA  has  interpreted  §  75.1710 
through  the  use  of  the  procedure  of 
§  75.1403,  to  require  Petitioner  to  pro¬ 
vide  canopies  or  cabs  for  miners  instal¬ 
ling  roof  bolts  at  the  subject  mine. 

3.  The  use  of  a  canopy  as  required  by 
MESA  would  interfere  with  the  instal¬ 
lation  of  roof  supports  in  that  these  sup¬ 
ports  could  not  be  installed  against  the 
roof  with  the  canopy  in  place.  Once  these 
supports  are  in  place  the  canopy  is  re¬ 
dundant,  and,  there  is  no  period  of  time 
when  the  miners  installing  supports  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
C  F  &  I’s  roof  control  plan  are  not  pro¬ 
tected  by  supports  already  installed. 

4.  The  use  of  the  canopy,  as  required 
by  MESA,  during  the  installation  of  sup¬ 
ports  would  create  a  safety  hazard  by 
disturbing  and  impairing  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  existing  support  with  which 
the  canopy  must  come  in  contact. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  31, 1975. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Ap¬ 
peals,  Departmental  Hearings  Branch, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  6432 
Federal  Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84138.  Copies  of  the  petition  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  24,  1975. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

[FR  Doc.75-17126  Filed  6-30-75;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  75-107] 

D  &  R  COAL  CO.,  INC. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(0 
(1970) ,  D  &  R  Coal  Company,  Inc.,  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  77.1605 (k)  to  its  No.  1  Mine, 
St.  Charles,  Virginia. 

30  CFR  77.1605 (k)  provides: 

Berms  or  guards  shall  be  provided  on  the 
outer  bank  of  elevated  roadways. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Petitioner 
states: 

1.  Petitioner's  alternate  method  will 
at  all  times  guarantee  the  miners  no  less 
than  the  same  measure  of  protection  as 
that  provided  by  the  mandatory 
standard. 
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2.  At  the  switch  backs  where  trucks 
cannot  make  a  turn  without  backing  up, 
berms  or  guard  rails  will  be  provided  on 
the  outer  bank. 

3.  At  all  other  locations  where  berms 
or  guard  rails  are  not  provided: 

<a)  A  daily  inspection  of  all  coal  haul¬ 
ing  vehicles  shall  be  made  and  any  de¬ 
fects  detected  shall  be  corrected  before 
the  defective  vehicle  is  put  Into  service. 
A  record  of  inspection  will  be  kept. 

(b)  As  far  as  practicable,  roadways 
shall  be  kept  free  of  debris,  excessive 
water,  snow  or  ice  and  maintained  as 
practicable. 

(c)  A  traffic  system  shall  be  put  into 
use  for  these  roadways  requiring  that 
loaded  vehicles  have  the  right-of-way 
on  the  high  wall  side  of  road  regardless 
of  their  direction  of  travel. 

(d)  Warning  signs  shall  be  posted  des¬ 
ignating  steep  grades  where  trucks 
should  shift  to  lower  gear.  Signs  shall 
be  posted  designating  one  lane  traffic 
and  passing  points. 

(e)  All  operators  shall  be  trained  in 
the  use  of  haulage  equipment  and  safety 
on  the  haulage  road. 

if)  Haulage  vehicles  shall  have: 

(1)  Original  manufactures  brakes.  (2) 
Engine  or  Jacob  brakes.  (3)  Emergency 
parking  brakes. 

(g)  One  lane  roads  will  be  posted  and 
a  minimum  width  of  16  ft.  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  with  passing  points  at  500  feet 
to  1000  feet  intervals. 

(h)  All  haulage  vehicles  are  equipped 
with  two-way  radios  so  all  operators 
have  radio  contact  with  each  other  as 
to  their  location  at  all  times. 

(i)  All  rules  of  the  road  shall  be  posted 
on  all  bulletin  boards  throughout  each 
mine  area,  and  the  rules  shall  be  made 
part  of  the  training  program. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  31, 
1975.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  UJ5.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  24,  1975. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

[FR  Doc.75-17127  Filed  6-80-75:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  M  75-128] 

HALFWAY  COAL  CO.  ET  AL 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  UJS.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Halfway  Coal  Company  et  al. 
have  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  30  CFR  75.301  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  mines  located  in  Pennsylvania: 


Company  Mine  Location 


Halfway  Coal  Co.  West  Drift . Ashland. 

Herb  A  Tobin  Buck  Mt.  No.  2  Zerbe. 

Coal  Co.  Slope. 

K.  A  8.  Coal  Co..  No.  1  South  Slope.  Ashland. 
Shomiter  Coal  Co.  Little  Vein  Slope  Williamstoa  n. 
Mountain. 

Leroy  Snyder  No.  3  Slope _  Donaldson. 

Coal  Co. 

Wolfgang  Bros.  Buck  Slope _  Centralia. 

Coal  Co. 

Shade  Coal  Co...  Buck  Mountain  Valley  View. 
Slope. 

M.  O.  S.  Goal  Co.  No.  4  Slope . Mount  Carmel. 

S.  H.  A  L.  Coal  Tracy  Slope .  Bine  Grove. 

Co. 

C.  F.  A  D.  Coal  No.  1  Slope  Mine  .  Do. 

Co. 

D.  A  R.  Mining  F.  A  F.  Mine .  Fonestville. 

Corp. 

Big  L  Coal  Co...  No.  1  Slope . Shamokin. 

Collier  Coal  Co...  No.  3  Vein  Slope..  Do. 

Sky  View  Coal  _ _ do . . .  Do. 

Centennial  Coal  Centennial  Slope..  Kulpmont. 

Co. 

Burn- Rite  Coal  No.  2  Slope... - Ashland. 

Co. 

Morata  Coal  Co..  No.  4  Vein  Slope. .  Kulpmont. 

C.  8.  C.  Coal  Co.  Little  Comstock..  Shamokin. 

M.  A  R.  Coal  Co.  M.  A  R.  Slope .  Do. 

Fed  Coal  Co . No.  1  81ope .  Do. 

P.  A  H.  Coal  Co..  White  Ash  Slope. .  Loeustdale. 

Silverbrook  Tain  Slope _ ...  Duj<ont.  . 

Anthracite, 

Inc. 


30  CFR  75.301  provides: 

All  active  workings  shall  be  ventilated 
by  a  current  of  air  containing  not  less 
than  19.5  volume  per  centum  of  oxygen, 
not  more  than  0.5  volume  per  centum  of 
carbon  dioxide,  and  no  harmful  quanti¬ 
ties  of  other  noxious  or  poisonous  gases; 
and  the  volume  and  velocity  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  of  air  shall  be  sufficient  to  dilute, 
render  harmless,  and  to  carry  away, 
flammable,  explosive,  noxious,  and  harm¬ 
ful  gases,  and  dust,  and  smoke  and  ex¬ 
plosive  fumes.  The  minimum  quantity  of 
air  reaching  the  last  open  crosscut  in  any 
pair  or  set  of  developing  entries  and  the 
last  open  crosscut  In  any  pair  or  set  of 
rooms  shall  be  9,000  cubic  feet  a  minute, 
and  the  minimum  quantity  of  air  reach¬ 
ing  the  intake  end  of  a  pillar  line  shall  be 
9,000  cubic  feet  a  minute.  The  minimum 
quantity  of  air  in  any  coal  mine  reaching 
each  working  face  shall  be  3,000  cubic 
feet  a  minute.  The  authorized  represent¬ 
ative  of  the  Secretary  may  require  in 
any  coal  mine  a  greater  quantity  and 
velocity  of  air  when  he  finds  it  necessary 
to  protect  the  health  or  safety  of  miners. 
In  robbing  areas  of  anthracite  mines, 
where  the  air  currents  cannot  be  con¬ 
trolled  and  measurements  of  the  air  can¬ 
not  be  obtained,  the  air  shall  have  per¬ 
ceptible  movement. 

Petitioners  request  that  §  75.301  be 
modified  for  anthracite  mines  to  require 
that:  the  minimum  quantity  of  air  reach¬ 
ing  each  working  face  shall  be  1,500  cubic 
feet  a  minute,  the  minimum  quantity  of 
air  reaching  the  last  open  crosscut  In  any 
pair  or  set  of  developing  entries  shall  be 
5,000  cubic  feet  a  minute,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  quantity  of  air  reaching  the  intake 
end  of  a  pillar  line  shall  be  5,000  cubic 
feet  a  minute,  and/or  whatever  addi¬ 
tional  quantity  of  air  may  be  required  in 
any  of  these  areas  to  maintain  a  safe  and 
healthful  mine  atmosphere. 


In  support  of  their  petition,  Petitioners 
state: 

1.  Air  sample  analysis  history  reveals 
no  harmful  quantities  of  methane  in  the 
mines. 

2.  There  have  been  no  ignitions,  explo¬ 
sions,  or  mine  fires  in  the  subject  mines. 

3.  There  is  no  history  of  harmful  quan¬ 
tities  of  carbon  dioxide  and  other  noxious 
or  poisonous  gases  in  the  mines. 

4.  Mine  dust  sampling  programs  have 
revealed  extremely  low  concentrations  of 
respirable  dust. 

5.  Extremely  high  velocities  required 
in  friable  anthracite  veins  for  control 
purposes,  in  small  cross  sectional  areas  of 
airways  and  manways,  particularly  in 
steeply  pitching  mines,  present  a  very 
dangerous  flying  object  hazard  to  the 
miners. 

6.  High  velocities  and  large  air  quan¬ 
tities  cause  extremely  uncomfortable 
damp  and  cold  conditions  in  the  already 
uncomfortable,  wet  mines. 

7.  Difficulty  in  keeping  miners  on  the 
job  and  securing  additional  mine  help 
is  due  primarily  to  the  conditions  cited. 

Petitioners  aver  that  the  proposed  al¬ 
ternate  method  will  in  no  way  provide 
less  than  the  same  measure  of  protection 
afforded  the  miners  by  the  mandatory 
standard. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  31, 1975 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Hearings  Division.  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Ar¬ 
lington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  pe¬ 
tition  are  available  for  inspection  at  that 
address. 

Dated:  June  24, 1975. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director , 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

[FR  Doc.75-17128  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


l Docket  No.  M75-120] 

POCAHONTAS  FUEL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Cool  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861  (c) 
(1970),  Pocahontas  Fuel  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  30  CFR  75.305  to  its  Buckeye 
Mine,  Stephenson,  West  Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.306,  in  pertinent  part,  pro¬ 
vides: 

*  *  *  examinations  for  hazardous  condi¬ 
tions  •  •  •  shall  be  made  at  least  once  each 
week  by  a  certified  person  •  •  •  [in]  at  least 
one  entry  of  each  •  •  •  return  alroourse  in 

Its  entirety,  •  •  • 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Petitioner 
states: 

(1)  The  subject  mine  is  ventilated  by 
three  fans — the  Stephenson  Fan,  the 
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Noseman  Fan,  and  3  Mains  Fan.  On 
April  14,  1975  an  air  analysis  was  taken 
at  the  Stephenson  Fan  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  results:  volume — 164700  cfm;  meth¬ 
ane — .00;  CO- — .07. 

(2>  Except  for  mainline  motor  craws, 
trackmen  and  the  men  working  on  the 
rock  grade,  the  employees  portal  at  the 
Nosemen  Portal  by  self-propelled  man- 
trip  cars  using  secondary  track.  This 
track  is  used  only  for  mantrips  and 
supplies. 

<3>  Coal  is  transported  by  conveyor 
belt  from  the  working  sections  to  a  car 
loading  point  at  the  mouth  of  Barker 
Creek  Mains  #3  Entry  of  4  Mains  2,000 
ft.  inby  16  Left.  Coal  is  hauled  by  mine 
cars  a  distance  of  approximately  17,250 
feet  to  the  cleaning  plant  at  Stephenson 
with  grades  averaging  4.09  percent 
downhill  with  two  90°  radius  curves. 

(4)  Because  the  track  haulage  was 
old,  its  maintenance  cost  excessive,  and 
the  existence  of  a  4.09%  grade  in  some 
areas,  Petitioner  undertook  a  construc¬ 
tion  program  to  upgrade  the  track  haul¬ 
age  to  make  it  more  safe  and  efficient. 
In  late  1971,  Petitioner,  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  MESA  and  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Mines,  started  regrading  the 
Number  3  Entry  of  4  Mains.  This  work 
was  to  be  done,  with  approved  safe¬ 
guards,  (see  Exhibit  I) 1  on  return  air  for 
a  distance  of  7,800  feet.  The  work  is 
scheduled  for  completion  in  early  1976. 

(5)  During  late  1971  §  75.305  of  the 
Departmental  regulations  was  being 
complied  with  in  that  Number  3  Entry 
of  4  Mains  wTas  traveled  and  examina¬ 
tions  were  made  and  records  kept. 

(6)  After  grade  work  was  started  on 
the  old  track  haulage,  the  air  lock  doors 
specified  in  Exhibit  I  were  installed  inby 
the  rock  grade.  The  grade  work  was  put 
on  intake  air  with  the  air  returning 
right  and  left  back  to  the  Stephenson 
Shaft. 

(7)  On  March  19.  1975,  a  MESA  In¬ 
spector  issued  a  Notice  of  Violation  at 
Buckeye  based  on  330  CFR  75.305  be¬ 
cause  a  return  aircourse  from  the  rock 
grade  in  Number  4  Mains  was  not  being 
traveled  weekly  in  its  entirety  and 
records  kept. 

(8)  Petitioner  immediately  explored 
the  possibility  of  traveling  a  return 
aircourse  from  16  Left  back  to  the 
Stephenson  Shaft  in  both  4  Mains  and 
5  Mains,  but  because  of  the  adverse 
physical  conditions,  i.e.  numerous  falls 
of  roof,  there  was  no  safe  method  to 
travel  the  entire  length  of  these  returns. 

(9)  Intake  and  return  escapeways  are 
maintained  from  the  working  sections  to 
the  Noseman  Portal  marked  with  con¬ 
spicuous  signs.  Three  escape  routes  are 
also  available  for  grade  crew  motormen 
and  trackmen  that  perform  work  in  the 
area  of  4  and  5  Mains.  Going  inby  from 
Rockgrade  toward  16  Left  the  men  would 
be  on  return  air — they  could  follow  the 
marked  escape  route  to  the  Noseman  Fan 
and  they  could  enter  the  intake  escape¬ 
way  to  the  Noseman  Portal.  They  can 
also  exit  to  the  Stephenson  Portal  by 


x  Exhibits  are  available  at  the  address  con¬ 
tained  In  the  lest  paragraph  of  the  notice. 


way  of  either  4  Mains  track  entry  or  by 
following  the  track  from  16  Left  and 
out  through  5  Mains  to  the  Stephenson 
Portal. 

(10)  The  Stephenson  Fan  is  used  to 
ventilate  the  gob  areas  as  indicated  on 
map.  It  supplies  intake  air  for  the  coal 
haulage  track  and  approximately  16,000 
to  18,000  CFM  returning  from  the  2nd 
Left  working  section.  The  designated 
return  escapeway  for  2nd  Left  is  marked 
and  traveled  weekly  and  exits  at  the 
Noseman  Fan,  no  other  action  section 
returns  any  air  to  this  fan.  These  per¬ 
sons  could  also  follow  the  intake  escape- 
wTay  to  Noseman  Portal. 

Petitioner  Plans  for  Alternate  System 

Pocahontas  proposes  an  alternate  sys¬ 
tem  to  meet  the  intent  of  §  75.305  which 
it  believes  will  be  safer  than  the  present 
requirement  as  applied  to  return  air- 
courses  from  Nos.  4  and  5  Mains  to  the 
Stephenson  shaft: 

1.  The  certified  examiner  will  enter  the 
No.  1  and  No.  2  return  alrcourses  of  4  Mains 
at  the  four  locations  listed  below  for  the 
purpose  of  making  air  measurements,  sam¬ 
pling  the  air  and  making  other  tests  as 
specified  in  §  75.305. 

2.  At  the  locations  along  the  No.  1  and 
No.  2  return  aircourses  where  the  certified 
examiner  will  make  his  tests  and  samples, 
air  locks  will  be  Installed  and  signs  posted. 

3.  The  examinations  in  the  Nos.  1  and  2 
return  aircourses  will  be  made  weekly  and 
records  will  be  kept. 

4.  The  left  returns  of  5  Mains  (Nos.  1,  2 
and  3  entries)  will  be  entered  at  the  four 
locations  listed  below  and  the  actions  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraphs  1,  2  and  3  above  will  be 
taken. 

5.  Air  measurements  for  quantity  and 
quality  of  air  will  also  be  made  at  the 
Stephenson  shaft. 

6.  The  location  of  the  points  of  examina¬ 
tion  for  the  return  aircourses  of  No.  4  Mains, 
left  return  will  be  as  follows: 

a.  No.  1 — At  overcast  inby  Stephenson 
shaft. 

b.  No.  2 — One  hundred  feet  outby  Station 
No.  2339. 

c.  No.  3 — At  Station  No.  2818. 

d.  No.  4 — One  hundred  feet  outby  Station 
No.  0671. 

7.  The  location  of  examinations  of  the 
No.  5  Mains,  left  returns  will  be  as  follows: 

a.  No.  1 — Station  No.  2019. 

b.  No.  2— Station  No.  2386. 

c.  No.  3 — Station  No.  3616. 

d.  No.  4 — At  mouth  of  16  Left  Panel. 

Petitioner  avers  that  the  alternate 
method  will  at  all  times  provide  the  min¬ 
ers  no  less  than  the  same  measure  of  pro¬ 
tection  afforded  by  the  mandatory 
standard. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  31, 1975. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the 
petition  are  available  for  Inspection  at 
that  address. 

Dated:  June  24, 1975. 

James  R.  Rihards, 
Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

(PR  Doc.75-17129  Piled  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


National  Park  Service 

SEQUOIA  AND  KINGS  CANYON  NATIONAL 

PARKS,  CALIFORNIA  CEDAR  GROVE 

DEVELOPMENT  CONCEPT  PLANNING 

ALTERNATIVES 

Notice  of  Intent 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service  will  hold  two  public 
workshops  on  August  5  and  6,  1975,  to 
provide  for  public  involvement  and  citi¬ 
zen  participation  in  the  first  phase  of 
the  development  concept  planning  proc¬ 
ess  for  the  Cedar  Grove  area  of  Sequoia 
and  Kings  Canyon  National  Parks. 

The  workshops  will  be  held  in  Visalia, 
California,  August  5,  in  the  Sequoia 
Room,  Visalia  Convention  Center,  303 
East  Acequia  Street,  at  7  p.m.,  and  in 
Fresno,  California,  August  6,  in  the  all¬ 
purpose  room,  McLane  Junior  High 
School,  2727  North  Cedar  Avenue,  at 
7  p.m. 

Concurrent  with  these  workshops  will 
be  a  series  of  consultations  between 
members  of  the  National  Park  Service 
and  appropriate  Federal,  State  and  local 
government  officials,  organizations  and 
individuals. 

The  purpose  of  these  workshops  and 
consultations  is  to  provide  for  wide  pub¬ 
lic  involvement,  including  ideas,  sugges¬ 
tions  and  comments  from  individuals 
and  organizations  on  the  formulation  of 
Cedar  Grove  Development  Concept  Plan. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  National  Park 
Service,  when  the  draft  Development 
Concept  Plan  is  completed,  to  make  it 
available  to  the  publio»for  further  review. 

Anyone  wanting  information  on  the 
National  Park  Service  planning  process, 
or  the  Cedar  Grove  area,  or  wishing  to 
submit  comments  on  uses  of  Cedar  Grove 
may  write  to  the  Superintendent,  Sequoia 
and  Kings  Canyon  National  Parks, 
Three  Rivers,  California  93271. 

Dated:  June  17, 1975. 

John  H.  Davis, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Western 
Region,  National  Park  Service. 

| PR  Doc.75-17134  Piled  6-30-75:8:45  ami 


NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC 
PLACES 

Additions,  Deletions,  and  Correction 

By  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  4,  1975,  Part  II,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  the  properties  included  in 
the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 
Further  notice  is  hereby  given  that  cer¬ 
tain  amendments  or  revisions  in  the  na¬ 
ture  of  additions,  deletions,  or  correc¬ 
tions  to  the  previously  published  list  are 
adopted  as  set  out  below. 

It  is  the  responsibility  of  all  Federal 
agencies  to  take  cognizance  of  the  prop¬ 
erties  included  in  the  National  Register 
as  herein  amended  and  revised  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  106  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  80 
Stat.  915,  16  U.S.C.  470  et  seq.  (1970  e<D, 
and  the  procedures  for  the  Advisory 
Council  on  Historic  Preservation,  36  CFB 
Part  800. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  127 — TUESDAY,  JULY  1,  1975 


NOTICES 


27699 


The  following  properties  have  been 
added  to  the  National  Register  since 
June  3,  1975.  National  Historic  Landmarks 
are  designated  by  NHL;  properties  recorded 
by  Historic  American  Buildings  Survey  are 
designated  by  HABS;  properties  recorded 
by  Historic  American  Engineering  Record 
are  designated  by  HAER: 

ALABAMA 

Baldwin  County 

Fort  Morgan  vicinity,  U.SJS.  Tecumseh,  NW 
of  Fort  Morgan  In  Mobile  Bay  (5-14-76) 

Calhoun  County 

Anniston,  Crowan  Cottage,  1401  Woodstock 
Ave.  (5-16-75) 

Walker  County 

Townley  vicinity,  Boshell’s  Mill,  N  of  Townley 
on  AL  124  (6-30-75) 

ALASKA 

Southeastern  District 

Chllkoot  Pass  vicinity,  Chilkoot  Trail,  Mile 
0  to  UB. /Canada  border  (4-14-75) 

ARIZONA 

Apache  County 

Window  Rock  vicinity,  St.  Michael’s  Mission, 
N  of  Window  Rock  off  AZ  264  (5-29-75) 

Coconino  County 

Flagstaff  vicinity,  Homestead,  The,  3  mi.  N 
of  Flagstaff  on  U.S.  180  (  6-27-75) 

Gila  County 

Oloke,  Gila  County  Courthouse,  Oak  and 
Broad  Sts.  (5-27-75) 

Maricopa  County 

Mesa,  Park  of  the  Canals,  along  Horne  Rd.  N 
from  Utah  Ditch  S  to  Mesa-Consolidated 
Canal  (6-30-76) 

Pima  County 

Greaterville  vicinity,  Empire  Ranch,  6  ml.  E 
of  Greaterville  (5-30-75) 

Pinal  County 

Florence  vicinity,  Butte-Cochran  Charcoal 
Ovens,  16  ml.  E  of  Florence  N  of  Gila  River 
(6-30-76) 

Yavapai  County 

Prescott,  Prescott  Public  Library,  125  E.  Gur¬ 
ley  St.  (6-26-75) 

ARKANSAS 

Arkansas  County 

Tichnor  vicinity,  Roland  Site,  6  ml.  E  of 
Tlchnor  (5-2-75) 

Dallas  County 

Leola  vicinity.  Bird  Kiln,  6  ml.  SW  of  Leola 
off  AR  9  (5-29-76) 

Princeton  vicinity,  Culbertson  Kiln,  E  of 
Princeton  on  Stark  Bland  Rd.  (6-29-75) 
Tulip  vicinity,  Welch  Pottery  Works,  8  of 
Tulip  (5-12-75) 

Independence  County 

Batesville,  Glenn  House,  653  Water  St.  (6-2- 
76) 

Batesville,  Handford,  Charles  R.,  House,  658 
E.  Boswell  St.  (6-2-76) 

Batesville,  Handford,  James  S.,  House,  669  E. 
Boswell  St.  (5-2-75) 

Batesville,  MaxfielA,  Uriah,  House,  410  E. 
Harrison  St.  (5-2-75) 

Batesville,  Wycough-Jones  House,  683  Water 
St.  (6-2-75) 


FEDERAL 


Mississippi  County 

Buckeye  vicinity,  Zebree  Homestead,  2  mi. 
NE  of  Buckeye  In  Big  Lake  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge  (5-2-75) 

Ouachita  County 

Camden,  Leake-Ingham  Building,  926  Wash¬ 
ington  St.  NW.  (5-2-75) 

Pulaski  County 

Little  Rock,  Choctaw  Route  Station,  E.  3rd 
at  Rock  Island  RR.  (5-6-75) 

Little  Rock,  Reichardt  House,  1201  Welch 
St.  (5-2-75) 

CALIFORNIA 

Butte  County 

Stirling  City  vicinity,  Inskip  Hotel  ( Inskip 
House),  6  ml.  N  of  Stirling  City  on  the 
Skyway  (old  Humbug  Rd.)  (5-2-75) 

Los  Angeles  County 

Calabasas,  Leonis  Adobe,  23537  Calabasas  Rd. 
(5-29-75)  HABS 

Mariposa  County 

Groveland  vicinity,  Big  Gap  Flume,  E.  of 
Groveland  off  CA  120  In  Stanislaus  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  (5-12-75) 

Modoc  County 

Tulelake  vicinity,  Fern  Cave,  9  ml.  S  of  Tule- 
lake  In  Lava  Beds  National  Monument 
(5-29-75) 

Tulelake  vicinity,  Petroglyph  Point,  9  ml.  SE 
of  Tulelake  in  Lava  Beds  National  Monu¬ 
ment  (5-29-75) 

San  Bernardino  County 

Big  Bear  City  vicinity,  Washington,  Henry, 
Survey  Marker,  S  of  Big  Bear  City  In  San 
Bernardino  National  Forest  (5-12-75) 

San  Diego  County 

San  Diego.  Spreckles  Theatre  Building,  123 
W.  Broadway  (5-28-75)  HABS 

San  Francisco  County 

San  Francisco,  Geary  Theatre,  415  Geary  St. 
(5-27-75) 

Yuba  County 

Marysville,  Bok  Kai  Temple,  Yuba  River 
Levee  at  D  St.  (5-21-75) 

North  San  Juan  vicinity,  Oregon  Creek 
Covered  Bridge,  3  ml.  NE  of  North  San 
Juan  over  Oregon  Creek  (5-30-76) 

COLORADO 

Conejos  County 

Antonito,  Engine  No.  463  (narrow-gauge  loco¬ 
motive),  off  U.S.  285  (  6-12-75) 

La  Jara,  La  Jar  a  Depot.  Broadway  and  Main 

Sts.  (5-12-75) 

Denver  County 

Denver,  Thomas,  H.  H„  House,  2104  Glenarm 
PI.  (5-30-75) 

Pitkin  County 

Aspen  Aspen  Community  Church,  200  N. 
Aspen  St.  (5-12-76) 

Aspen,  Stallard — Wheeler  House,  620  W. 
Bleeker  St.  (6-30-76) 

Aspen,  Pitkin  County  Courthouse,  506  E. 
Main  St.  (5-12-76) 

Aspen  vicinity,  Ashcroft,  Colorado,  12  ml.  S 
of  Aspen  In  White  River  National  Forest 
(5-12-75) 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Washington 

Cady,  Lucinda,  House,  7064  Eastern  Ave., 
NW  (5-28-75) 
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FLORIDA 

Gadsden  County 

Mt.  Pleaeant  vicinity,  Davis,  Joshua,  House, 
2.5  ml.  NW  of  Mt.  Pleasant  on  U.S.  90 
(6-21-75) 

Leon  County 

Tallahassee,  Columns,  The,  100  N.  Duval  St. 
(5-21-75)  HABS 

St.  Johns  County 

St.  Augustine,  Hotel  Ponce  de  Leon,  bounded 
by  King,  Valencia,  Sevilla,  and  Cordova 
Sts.  (5-6-75) 

GEORGIA 

Clay  County 

Fort  Gaines,  Dill  House,  102  S.  Washington 
St.  (5-6-75) 

De  Kalb  County 

Decatur,  Gay,  Mary,  House,  524  Marshall  St. 
(5-6-75) 

Floyd  County 

Rome,  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse,  W. 
4th  Ave.  and  E.  1st  St.  (5-6-76) 

Fulton  County 

Atlanta,  Odd  Fellows  Building  and  Auditor¬ 
ium,  228-250  Auburn  Ave.  NE.  (5-2-75) 

Jones  County 

Round  Oak  vicinity,  Cabiness-Hunt  House, 
SE  of  Round  Oak  off  GA  11  (5-2-75) 

Laurens  County 

Dublin,  Carnegie  Library,  jet.  of  Bellevue, 
Academy,  and  Jackson  Sts.  (5-30-75) 

Montrose  vicinity,  Sanders  Hill,  S  of  Mont¬ 
rose  off  I  16/GA  404  (5-28-75) 

GUAM 

Merizo,  Merizo  Bell  Tower,  off  Insular  Rte. 
4  (5-29-75) 

HAWAII 

Maui  County 

Walluku,  Kaahumanu  Church,  S.  High  St. 
(5-12-75) 

IDAHO 

Blaine  County 

Bellevue  vicinity.  Miller,  Henry,  House,  S  of 
Bellevue  off  U.S.  93  (5-30-76) 

Franklin  County 

Preston,  Oneida  Stake  Academy,  NW  corner 
of  2nd  South  and  2nd  East  Sts.  (5-21-75) 

ILLINOIS 

Bureau  County 

Manlius,  First  State  Bank  of  Manlius,  N  side 
of  Maple  St.  (6-12-75) 

Cass  County 

Virginia  vicinity,  Cunningham,  Andrew, 
Farm,  2.5  ml.  E  of  Virginia  off  Gridley  Rd. 
(5-12-75)  HABS 

Du  Page  County 

Oak  Brook,  Graue  Mill,  NW  of  Jet.  of  Spring 
and  York  Rds.  (6-12-75)  HABS 

Henry  County 

Geneseo,  South  Side  School,  209  S.  College 
Ave.  (5-6-75) 

Will  County 

Lockport,  Lockport  Historic  District,  area  be¬ 
tween  7th  and  11th  Sts.  and  Canal  and 
Washington  Sts.  (5-12-75) 
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INDIANA 

Daviess  County 

Washington  vicinity,  Prarie  Creek  Site,  4  ml. 
N  of  Washington  (6-12-75) 

Dearborn  County 

Lawrenceburg  vicinity,  Jennison  Guard  Site, 
0.75  ml.  NE  of  Lawrenceburg  (5-12-75) 

Dubois  County 

Huntlngburg,  Huntingburg  Town  Hall  and 
Fire  Engine  House,  311  Geiger  St.  (5-12-75) 

Floyd  County 

New  Albany,  Yenowine-Nichols-Collins 
House,  5118'  State  Rd.  64  (5-12-75) 

Greene  County 

Bloomfield  vicinity,  Osborn  Site,  SW  of 
Bloomfield  (5-12-75) 

Knox  County 

Vincennes  vicinity.  Pyramid  Mound,  S  of 
Vincennnes  (5-12-75) 

La  Porte  County 

Michigan  City,  Michigan  Central  Railroad 
Engine  Repair  Shops,  104  N.  Franklin  St. 
(5-12-75) 

Madison  County 

El  wood,  Willkie,  Wendell  L.,  School,  (Central 
School)  1630  Main  St.  (5-12-75) 

Morgan  County 

Mooresvllle,  Mooresville  Friends  Academy 
Building.  244  N.  Monroe  St.  (5-12-75) 

Owen  County 

•  Patricksburg  vicinity,  Moffett-Ralston  House 
1.5  ml.  NE  of  Patricksburg  on  Bixler  Rd. 
(5-12-75) 

Posey  County 

Mount  Vernon  vicinity,  Murphy  Archeologi¬ 
cal  Site,  SW  of  Mount  Vernon  (5-12-75) 

Spencer  County 

Gentryville  vicinity,  Jones,  Col.  William, 
House,  W  of  Gentryville  on  Troy-Vincen- 
nes  Road. 

Steuben  County 

Angola,  Steuben  County  Courthouse,  Public 
Sq.  (5-12-75) 

Sullivan  County 

Merom  vicinity,  Merom  Site  and  Fort  Azat- 
lan,  N  of  Merom  (5-12-75) 

IOWA 

Des  Moines  County 

Burlington,  Snake  Alley  Historic  District, 
both  sides  of  Snake  Alley  Including  Cob¬ 
blestone  Alley  (5-21-75) 

Sioux  County 

Orange  City,  Zwemer  Hall,  Northwestern 
College,  101  7th  St.  SW  (5-28-75) 

Wayne  County 

Llneville  vicinity.  Pleasant  Hill  School,  3 
ml.  N  of  Llneville  on  US.  66  (5-28-75) 

KANSAS 

Atchison  County 

Atchison,  Hanoi,  A.  House,  1103  Atchison 
St.  (6-6-75) 

Marshall  County 

Marysville,  Koester,  Charles,  House,  91# 
Broadway  (5-12-76) 

KENTUCKY 

Fayette  County 

Lexington,  Woodstock,  Todds  Rd.  (5-12-75) 


NOTICES 

Garrard  County 

Lancaster  vicinity,  Owsley,  Gov.  William, 
House  ( Pleasant  Retreat),  0.6  mi  S  of 

Lancaster  on  05. 27  (5-6-75) 

Knox  County 

Barbourvllle,  Old  Classroom  Building,  Un¬ 
ion  College,  College  St.  (5-30-75) 

Madison  County 

Richmond.  Irvinton,  319  Lancaster  Ave. 
(5-6-75) 

Richmond.  Madison  County  Courthouse, 
Main  St.  between  N.  1st  and  N.  2nd  Sts. 
(5  12-75, 

Mason  County 

Maysville,  Courthouse  Square  and  Mechan¬ 
ics’  Row  Historic  District,  W.  3rd  St.  be¬ 
tween  Market  and  Sutton  Sts.  (5-12-75) 

Scott  County 

Georgetown  vicinity,  Upshaw  Vivion  Brook¬ 
ing,  House,  W  of  Georgetown  off  Stamping 
Ground  Pike  (KY  227) 

Woodford  County 

Versailles.  Big  Spring  Church,  121  Rose  Hill 

St.  (5-6-75) 

MAINE 

Androscoggin  County 

Lisbon  Falls  vicinity,  Shiloh  Temple,  S  of 
Lisbon  Falls  on  S  bank  of  Androscoggin 
River  (5-12-75) 

Penobscot  County 

Garland,  Garland  Grange  Hall,  off  ME  94 
(5-12-75) 

Washington  County 

Machias,  Centre  Street  Congregational 
Church,  Centre  St.  (5-12-75) 

MARYLAND 

Allegany  County 

Cumberland  vicinity.  Barton  Village  Site, 
SW  of  Cumberland  (5-12-75) 

Oldtown  vicinity,  Shawnee  Old  Fields  Vil¬ 
lage.  Site  (King  Oppressa’s  Town),  SE  of 
Oldtown  (5-12-75) 

Caroline  County 

Hillsboro,  St.  Paul’s  Episcopal  Church,  S  of 
MD  404  (6-12-76) 

Ridgely  vicinity,  Oak  Lawn,  2.8  ml.  N  of 
Ridgely  on  MD  312  (5-28-75) 

Dorchester  County 

Cambridge  vicinity,  Brinsfleld  I  Site,  SE  of 
Cambridge  (5-12-75) 

Eldorado  vicinity,  Willin  Village  Site,  W  of 
Eldorado  (5-12-75) 

Garrett  County 

Oakland  vicinity,  Hoyt  Site,  N  of  Oakland 
(5-12-75) 

Harford  County 

Whiteford  vicinity,  Broad  Creek  Soapstone 
Quarles,  E  of  Whiteford  (5-12-75) 

Montgomery  County 

Rockville,  West  Montgomery  Avenue  Historic 
District,  residential  area  centered  around 
W.  Montgomery  Ave.  (5-29-76) 

Poolesville  and  vicinity,  Poolesville  Historic 
District,  area  around  Jets,  of  MD  107,  109, 
and  Willard  Rd.  (5-29-75)  HABS 

Poolesville  vicinity,  Walker  Prehistoric  Vil¬ 
lage  Archeological  Site,  S  of  Poolesville 
(5-12-75) 

Prince  Georges  County 

Upper  Marlboro  vicinity,  Nottingham  Site, 
SE  of  Upper  Marlboro  (6-12-75) 


St.  Mary’s  County 

Chaptlco  vicinity,  Deep  Falls,  1  ml.  SE  of 
Chaptlco  on  N  side  of  MD  234  (5-12-76) 

Hughesvllle  vicinity,  Charlotte  Hall,  Historic 
District,  S  of  Hughesvllle  at  Jet.  of  MD 
5  and  6  (5-2-75) 

Washington  County 

Hagerstown,  Elliott-B ester  House,  205-207  S. 
Potomac  St.  (5-2-75) 

Worcester  County 

Berlin  vicinity,  Caleb's  Discovery,  2  mi.  W  of 
Berlin  on  U.S.  50  (  5-27-76) 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Barnstable  County 

South  Wellfleet,  Marconi  Wireless  Station 
Site,  1  ml.  NE  of  NS  Headquarters  on  Cape 
Cod  National  Seashore  (5-2-76) 

Middlesex  County 

Medford,  Curtis,  Paul,  House,  114  South  St. 
(5-6-75) 

Wayland  vicinity.  Old  Town  Bridge,  N  of 
Wayland  on  MA  27  over  Sudbury  River 

(5-2-75) 

Suffolk  County 

Boston,  Symphony  and  Horticultural  Halls, 
Massachusetts  and  Huntington  Aves.  (5- 
30-75) 

Worcester  County 

Worcester,  Salisbury  Mansion  and  Store,  30, 
40  Highland  St.  (5-30-75) 

MICHIGAN 

Branch  County 

Coldwater,  East  Chicago  Street  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  Chicago  St.  from  Wright  St.  to  Divi¬ 
sion  St.  Including  parks  (5-12-76) 

Chippewa  County 

Brlmley  vicinity,  Point  Iroquois  Light  Sta¬ 
tion,  6  ml.  NW  of  Brlmley  In  the  Hiawatha 
National  Forest  (5-30-75) 

Houghton  County 

Houghton,  Houghton  County  Courthouse,  401 
E.  Houghton  St.  (5-12-75) 

Marquette  County 

Negaunee  vicinity ,  Jackson  Iron  Company 
Site,  N  of  Negaunee  limits  off  SR  492  (5-30- 
75) 

Tuscola  County 

Caro,  Trinity  Episcopal  Church,  106  Joy  St. 
(5-12-75) 

MINNESOTA 

Brown  County 

Hanska  vicinity,  Synsteby  Site.  SW  of  Hanska 
on  E  end  of  Lake  Hanska  (5-12-75) 

Fillmore  County 

Racine  vicinity,  Tunnel  Mill  (J.  A.  Stout 
Mill),  E  of  Racine  on  Bear  Creek  (5-12-76) 

Spring  Valley,  Spring  Valley  Methodist 
Church,  221  W.  Courtland  St.  (5-12-75) 

Goodhue  County 

Red  Wing,  Octagon  House,  927  W.  3rd  St.  (5- 
21-76) 

Red  Wing  vicinity,  Vasa,  SW  of  Red  Wing  In 
Minnesota  Memorial  Hardwood  State  Forest 
(5-30-75) 

Hennepin  County 

Minneapolis,  Prescott  House,  4458-4460  Sn su¬ 
ing  Ave.  S.  (5-21-75) 

Meeker  County 

Litchfield,  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic  Hall 
370  N.  Marshall  St.  (5-21-76) 
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Nicollet  County 

St.  Peter,  Nicollet  House  Hotel,  Minnesota 
Ave.  at  Park  Row  (6-12-76) 

Olmsted  County 

Rochester,  Quarry  Hill,  1091  Plummer  Lane 
(6-21-76) 

Rochester  vicinity.  Dodge  Farm,  8  of  Roches¬ 
ter  (6-12-76) 

Ramsey  County 

St.  Paul,  Brunson,  Benjamin,  House,  486 
Kenny  St.  (6-12-76) 

St.  Paul,  Luckert,  David,  House,  480  Iglehart 
St.  (6-12-76) 

St.  Paul,  Muench,  Adolf,  House,  653  E.  6th 
St.  (6-12-76) 

St.  Paul,  Muskego  Church,  2376  Como  Ave. 
W.  (6-12-76)  HABS 

St.  Paul,  Ramsey,  Justus,  Stone  House,  262 
W.  7th  St.  (6-6-76) 

Rice  County 

Faribault,  Noyes  Hall,  Minnesota  School  for 
the  Deaf  campus  (6-12-76) 

Northfleld,  Goodsell  Observatory ,  Carleton 
College  campus  (6-12-76) 

St.  Louis  County 

Duluth,  Fire  Department  Number  One,  NW 
corner  of  1st  Ave.  E.  and  3rd  St.  (6-12-75) 

Steele  County 

Owatonna,  Administration  Building — Minne¬ 
sota  State  Public  School  for  Dependent 
and  Neglected  Children,  West  Hills  (5-12- 
75) 

Winona  County 

Stockton,  Stockton  Roller  Mill,  off  U.S.  14 
(6-12-76) 

Winona,  Kirch/Latch  Building,  114-122  E. 
2nd  St.  (6-21-76) 

MISSISSIPPI 

Coahoma  County 

Parrel  vicinity,  Humber  Site,  2.5  ml.  W  of 
Farrel  (6-12-75) 

Hinds  County 

Jackson,  Bailey  Hill  Civil  War  Earthworks, 
off  U8.  51/65  (6-6-75) 

Leflore  County 

Greenwood  vicinity,  Star  of  the  West  ( C.S.S . 
at  St.  Phillip),  W  of  Greenwood  on  Talla¬ 
hatchie  River  (6-21-75) 

Oktibbeha  County 

Starkvllle  vicinity.  Textile  Building,  S.  of 
Starkvllle  on  Mississippi  State  University 
campus  (6-12-75) 

Warren  County 

Vicksburg,  Flowerree,  Col.  Charles  C.,  House, 
2309  Pearl  St.  (5-29-75)  HABS 

Vicksburg,  McNutt  House,  NW  corner  of 
Monroe  and  E.  1st  St.  (5-29-76) 

MISSOURI 

Stoddard  County 

Puxlco  vicinity,  Mingo  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  Archeology  District,  W  of  Puxlco 
(8-12-75) 

MONTANA 

Fergus  County 

Landusky  vicinity,  Rocky  Point,  30  ml.  S  of 
Landusky  In  Charles  M.  Russell  National 
Wildlife  Range  (5-21-75) 

NEBRASKA 

Adams  County 

Hastings,  McCormick  Hall,  Hastings  College 
campus  (6-12-76) 

Hastings,  Ringland  Hall,  Hastings  College 
campus  (6-12-76) 


Lancaster  County 

Lincoln,  Old  Main,  Nebraska  Wesleyan  Uni¬ 
versity,  60th  and  St.  Paul  Sts.  (6-21-75) 

NEVADA 

Lincoln  County 

Alamo  vicinity,  Black  Canyon  Petroglyphs, 
8  ml.  S.  of  Alamo  In  Pahranagat  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  (6-27-75) 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Belknap  County 

Laconia  vicinity,  Weirs,  (Aquadoctan  Arche¬ 
ological  Site),  N  of  Laconia  on  U.S.  3 
(6-12-75) 

Cheshire  County 

Walpole,  Walpole  Academy,  Main  St.  (5-21- 
75)  HABS 

Grafton  County 

Haverhill  vicinity,  Bedell  Bridge,  between 
Haverhill  and  Newbury,  VT,  over  Connecti¬ 
cut  River  (also  In  Orange  County,  VT) 

(5-28-75) 

Hillsborough  County 

Manchester,  Ash  Street  School,  bounded  by 
Ash,  Bridge,  Maple,  and  Pearl  Sts. 
(5-30-75) 

Manchester,  Athens  Building  ( Palace  Thea¬ 
ter)  ,  76-96  Hanover  St.  (5-30-75) 

Manchester,  Weston  Observatory,  Oak  Hill, 
Derryfleld  Park  (5-28-75) 

Merrimack  County 

Salisbury.  Salisbury  Academy  Building,  Jet. 
of  NH  127  and  U.S.  4  (6-30-75) 

Strafford  County 

Dover  vicinity,  County  Farm  Bridge,  NW  of 
Dover  on  County  Farm  Rd.  (6-21-75) 

NEW  JERSEY 

Camden  County 

Cherry  Hill,  Gatehouse  at  Colestown  Ceme¬ 
tery,  Kings  Hwy.  and  Church  Rd.  (6-21-75) 

Haddonfleld,  Mickle,  Samuel,  House,  346 
Kings  Hwy.,  E.  (6-21-76)  HABS 

Cumberland  County 

Bridgeton,  Deerfield  Pike  Tollgate  House,  89 
Old  Deerfield  Pike  (6-21-75) 

Morris  County 

East  Hanover,  Cook,  Ellis,  House  (Halfway 
House),  174  Mount  Pleasant  Ave.  (5-12- 
75)  HABS 

Somerset  County 

Bernardsvllle  vicinity,  Franklin  Corners  His¬ 
toric  District,  N  of  Bernardsvllle  on  Hard¬ 
scrabble  and  Childs  Rds.  and  U.S.  202 
(6-12-75)  HABS 

NEW  MEXICO 

Grant  County 

Sliver  City,  Ailman,  H.  B.,  House,  314  W. 
Broadway  (6-12-76) 

Santa  Fe  County 

Santa  Fe,  Crespin,  Gregorio,  House,  132  E.  De 
Vargas  St.  (6-29-75) 

NEW  YORK 

Erie  County 

Buffalo,  Shea’s  Buffalo  Theater,  646  Main  St. 
(6-6-75) 

Essex  County 

Essex  and  vicinity,  Essex  Village  Historio 
District,  town  of  Essex  and  surrounding* 
on  W  bank  of  Lake  Champlain  (6-28-76) 

New  York  County 

New  York,  Grade,  Archibald,  Mansion,  East 
End  Ave.  at  88th  St.  (6-12-76) 


Monroe  County 

Rochester,  St.  Joseph  Roman  Catholic 
Church  and  Rectory,  108  Franklin  St. 
(5-20-75) 

Onondaga  County 

Baldwinsvllle,  Whig  Hill  and  Dependendes 
Jot.  of  W.  Genesee  and  Gates  Rds.  (6-12- 
76) 

Saratoga  County 

Ballston  Spa,  Brookside,  Charlton  St.  (5-21- 
75) 

St.  Lawrence  County 

Canton,  Village  Park  Historic  District,  both 
sides  of  Main,  and  Park  Sts.,  and  Park 
Place  (5-6-76) 

Washington  County 

Salem,  Salem  Historic  District,  both  sides  of 
Broadway  and  Main  Sts.  from  RR.  tracks 
on  N  and  W  to  Include  White  Creek  on  S 
and  E  (5-28-75) 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Bladen  County 

Tar  Heel  vicinity.  Walnut  Grove  (Robeson 
Plantation) ,  E  of  Tar  Heel  on  NC  87  (6-29- 
75) 

Chowan  County 

Edenton,  St.  Paul’s  Episcopal  Church  and 
Courtyard,  W.  Church  and  Churton  Sts. 
(5-29-75)  HABS 

Cleveland  County 

Shelby,  Banker’s  House,  319  N.  Lafayette  St. 
(5-6-75) 

Franklin  County 

Centerville  vicinity.  Vine  Hill,  S  of  Center¬ 
ville  (5-28-75) 

Gupton  vicinity.  Laurel  Mill  and  Col.  Jordan 
Jones’s  House,  SW  of  Gupton  at  Jet.  of  SR 
1432  and  1436  (6-30-76) 

Wood  vicinity,  Taylor,  Archibald,  House,  N 
of  Wood  (5-12-75) 

Halifax  County 

Tillery  vicinity,  Hermitage,  The,  1  ml.  W  of 
Tillery  off  NE  481  (5-29-75) 

Lincoln  County 

Llncolnton,  Pleasant  Retreat  Academy,  129 
E.  Pine  St.  (6-29-75) 

Northampton  County 

Jackson  vicinity,  Verona,  W  of  Jackson  (5- 
29-75)  HABS 

Wake  County 

Wake  Forest,  Lea  Laboratory,  Southeastern 
Baptist  Theological  Seminary  campus  (5- 
29-75) 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Pembina  County 

Walhalla  vicinity,  Gingras  House  and  Trad¬ 
ing  Post,  NE  of  Walhalla  off  ND  32  (5-21- 
75) 

OHIO 

Ashtabula  County 

Windsor  Mills,  Windsor  Mills  Christ  Church 
Episcopal,  Wlsell  Rd.  and  U.S.  322  (5-29- 
75) 

Auglaize  County 

New  Bremen,  Luelleman,  William,  House,  122 
N.  Main  St.  (6-21-75) 

Belmont  County 

St.  Clalrsvllle  vicinity,  Opatmy  Village  Site, 
W  of  St.  Clalrsvllle  off  I  70  (6-21-76) 

Butler  County 

Ex  cello,  Harding-Jones  Paper  Company  Dis¬ 
trict,  both  sides  of  S.  Main  St.  at  Jet.  with 
RR.  tracks  (6-29-75) 
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Huntsville  vicinity.  Rose  D.  S.,  Mound.  N  of 
Huntsville  (5-28-75) 

Middletown,  Tytus,  John  B.,  House,  300  S. 
Main  St.  (5-27-75) 

Maud  vicinity,  Williamson  Mound  Archeo¬ 
logical  District,  N  of  Maud  (5-29-75) 
Shandon  vicinity,  Vaughan,  John,  House, 
3756  Hamilton-New  London  Rd.  (5-29-75) 

Clark  County 

Springfield,  Lagonda  Club  Building,  NW 
corner  of  High  and  Spring  Sts.  (5-28-75) 

Cuyahoga  County 

Bedford,  Bedford  Township  Hall,  30  S.  Park 
St.  (5-27-75) 

Chagrin  Falls,  Stone  man,  Joseph,  House,  18 
E.  Orange  St.  (5-29-75) 

Cleveland,  Bohemian  National  Hall,  4939 
Broadway  St.  (5-28-75) 

Cleveland,  Peerless  Motor  Company  Plant  No. 

1,  9400  Quincy  Ave.  (5-29-75)  HABS 
East  Cleveland,  Nela  Park,  entrance  at  1901 
Noble  Rd.  (5-29-75) 

Erie  County 

Milan  vicinity,  Abbott-Page  House,  2.5  ml. 
NE  of  Milan  on  Mason  Rd.  (5-27-75)  HABS 

Fairfield  County 

Baltimore  vicinity.  Bright,  John,  Covered 
Bridge,  2.5  mi.  SW  of  Baltimore  over  Poplar 
Creek  (5-28-75) 

Franklin  County 

Westerville,  Westerville  High  School — Vine 
Street  School,  44  N.  Vine  St.  (5-29-75) 

Greene  County 

Jamestown  vicinity,  Ballard  Road  Covered 
Bridge,  NW  of  Jamestown  on  Ballard  Rd. 
over  Caesars  Creek  (5-29-75) 

Jamestown  vicinity.  Dean  Family  Farm,  5 
ml.  NW  of  Jamestown  off  U.S.  35  on  Bal¬ 
lard  Rd.  (5-29-75) 

Guernsey  County 

Old  Washington,  Old  Washington  Historic 
District,  both  sides  of  Main  St.  (5-29-75) 

Hamilton  County 

Cincinnati.  Madison- Stewart  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  both  sides  of  Madison  and  Stewart 
Sts.  at  their  Jet.  (5-29  -75) 

Evendale,  Mathew  Mound,  oft  Oak  Rd.  (5- 
29-75) 

Harrison  vicinity,  Bennett,  George,  House. 

10281  Harrison  Pike  (5-29-75)  HABS 
Marlemont,  Ferris,  Eliphalet,  House,  3915 
Plain vllle  Rd.  (5-29-75)  HABS 
Newtown  vicinity,  Broadwell,  Cyrus,  House, 
3882  Mt.  Carmel  Rd.  (5-29-75)  HABS 
Newtown  vicinity,  Harris  cm  -  L  anders  House, 
3881  Newtown  Rd.  (5-29-75)  HABS 
Woodlawn  vicinity,  Burchenal  Mound,  N  of 
Woodlawn  (5-29-75) 

Wyoming,  Twin  Oaks,  629  Llddle  Lane  (5-29- 
75) 

Huron  County 

Steuben  vicinity,  Phoenix  Mills,  E  of  Steuben 
on  Mill  Rd.  (5-28-75) 

Logan  County 

Bloom  Center  vicinity,  McColly  Covered 
Bridge,  2  ml.  SE  of  Bloom  Center  on  SR 
130  (5-28-75) 

Lorain  County 

Amherst,  Amherst  Town  Hall,  206  S.  Main 
St.  (5-29-76) 

Lucas  County 

Toledo,  Berdan  Building,  001  Washington  St. 
(5-29-75) 

Toledo,  Brand,  it,  and  Company  ( Western 
Shoe  Company),  190-124  St,  Clair  St, 

(6-27-76) 


Toledo,  Siandart-Simmons  Hardware  Com¬ 
pany,  36  S.  Erie  St.  (5-29-75) 

Toledo,  St.  Clair  Street  Historic  District,  both 
sides  of  St.  Clair  St.  from  Perry  to  S  side  of 
Lafayette  (5-29-75) 

Toledo,  Wheeler  Block,  402  Monroe  St. 
(6-29-75) 

Waterville.  Morehouse-Doicnes  House,  4  S. 
River  Rd.  (5-29-75) 

Waterville,  Pray-Starkweather  House,  144  N. 
River  Rd.  (5-29-75) 

Miami  County 

Troy,  Miami  County  Courthouse  and  Power 
Station,  bounded  by  Main,  Short,  Plum, 
and  Water  Sts.  (5-30-75) 

Montgomery  County 

Dayton,  Brooks,  James,  House,  41  E.  1st  St. 
(5-29-75) 

Dayton,  Miller,  Daniel,  House,  3525  Dandridge 
Ave.  (5-29-75) 

Portage  County 

Edinburg,  vicinity,  Wadsworth,  Frederick, 
House.  4889  OH  14  (5-29-75) 

Kent,  Davey,  John,  House,  338  Woodard  St. 
(5-29-75)  * 

Kent,  Ohio  State  Normal  College  at  Kent, 
Hilltop  Dr.  on  Kent  State  University 
campus  (5-30-75) 

Stark  County 

Canton,  St.  John's  Catholic  Church,  6th  St. 
and  McKinley  Ave.,  NW  (5-27-75) 

Trumbull  County 

North  Bloomfield,  Brown,  Charles,  Gothic 
Cottage,  OH  45  S.  (5-28-75) 

Warren  County 

Foster  vicinity,  Landen  Mounds  I  and  II,  W 
of  Foster  (5-27-75) 

Otterbein  vicinity,  Armco  Park  Mound  I, 
NW  of  Otterbein  (5-29-75) 

Otterbein  vicinity,  Armco  Park  Mound  II, 
NW  of  Otterbein  (5-29-75) 

Wayne  County 

Marsliallville  vicinity,  Zimmerman,  Ezekiel 
B  .  Octagon  House,  NW  of  Marsballvllle  on 
OH  57  (5-28-75) 

Wood  County 

Grand  Rapids,  Heeter-Russo  House,  24570 
2nd  St.  (5-29-75) 

Grand  Rapids,  Thurston  Building,  Front  St. 
(5-29-76) 

Grand  Rapids.  Town  Hall,  Front  St.  (5-27-75) 

OKLAHOMA 

Choctaw  County 

Fort  Towson  vicinity,  Doaksville  Site,  N  of 
Fort  Towson  (5-29-76) 

Fort  Towson  vicinity,  Spencer  Academy,  10 
mi.  N  of  Fort  Towson  (5-21-75) 

Johnston  County 

Tishomingo,  Tishomingo  City  Hall,  W.  Main 
St.  (5-21-76) 

Washita  County 

Carnegie  vicinity.  Cedar  Creek  District,  N  of 
Carnegie  off  OK  58  (5-29-75) 

OREGON 

Linn  County 

Albany,  Monteith,  Thomas  and  Walter, 
House,  518  W.  2nd  Ave.  (5-21-76) 

Multnomah.  County 

Portland,  St.  James  Lutheran  Church,  1315 
SW.  Park  Ave.  (5-21-76) 

Polk  County 

Salem.  Brunk,  Harrison,  House,  Brunk  Cor¬ 
ner  and  OR  22  (6-6-75) 
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Allegheny  County 

Pittsburgh,  Mexican  War  Streets  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  irregular  pattern  between  Brighton 
and  Arch  Sts.  and  between  O'Hern  and 
West  Park  (5-28-75) 

Lebanon  County 

Myerstown  vicinity,  Tulpehocken  Manor 
Plantation,  2  mi.  W  of  Myerstown  on  U.S. 
422  (5-12-75) 

Newmanstown  vicinity,  Zeller,  Heinrich, 
House,  W  of  Newmanstown  off  SR  419  (5- 

12-75) 

Montgomery  County 

Pottstown  vicinity.  Antes,  Henry,  House,  NE 
of  Pottstown  on  Colonial  Rd.  (5-12-75) 

Luzerne  County 

Wilkes-Barre,  Central  Railroad  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Station,  31-35  S.  Baltimore  St.  (5-12- 
75) 

Washington  County 

Avella  vicinity,  Manchester,  Isaac,  House 
( Plantation  Plenty),  2  ml.  S  of  Avella  on 
PA  231  (5-21-75) 

York  County 

York,  York  Meetinghouse,  134  W.  Philadel¬ 
phia  St.  (5-8-75) 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Providence  County 

Providence,  Hove  Block  and  Cheapside,  22- 
26  and  40  N.  Main  St.  (5-21-75) 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Beaufort  County 

Bluffton,  Church  of  the  Cross,  Calhoun  St. 
(5-29-75) 

Calhoun  County 

Fort  Motte  vicinity,  Oakland  Plantation,  S. 
of  Fort  Motte  off  SC  26  on  SR  1  (5-30-76) 

St.  Matthews.  Calhoun  County  Library,  Rail¬ 
road  Ave.  (5-29-75) 

Dillon  County 

Hamer  vicinity,  Hamer  Hall,  N  of  Hamer  on 
U.S. 301  (5-30-75) 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Pennington  County 

Rapid  City,  Emmanuel  Episcopal  Church,  717 
Quincy  St.  (5-29-75) 

TENNESSEE 

Anderson  County 

Lake  City  vicinity,  Edwards-Fowler  House, 
3.5  ml.  S  of  Lake  City  on  Dutch  Valley  Rd. 
(5-29-76) 

Bedford  County 

Shelbyvllle,  Gilliland,  James,  House,  803 
Lipscomb  St.  (5-12-75) 

Campbell  County 

LaFollette.  LaFollette  House,  Indiana  Ave. 
(5-29-75) 

Clairborne  County 

Springdale,  Big  Spring  Union  Church,  off 
TN  32  (5-29-76) 

Tazewell,  Graham-Kivette  House,  Main  St. 
and  Old  Knoxville  Rd.  (5-29-75) 

Cocke  County 

Newport,  Elm  Hill,  206  W.  River  view  St.  (5- 
29-76) 

Newport  vicinity,  Beechwood  Hall,  N  of  New¬ 
port  on  Rankin  Rd.  (5-29-75) 

Newport  vicinity,  Greenlawn,  NW  of  Newport 
on  Old  Rankin  Rd.  (5-29-75) 

Newport  vicinity,  Vinson  House,  4.5  ml.  S  of 
Newport  off  Hartford  Rd.  (5-29-75) 
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Davidson  County 

Old  Natchez  Trace,  from  AL/TN  border  to 
UR.  100  in  Davidson  Co.  (also  in  Hickman. 
Lawrence,  Lewis,  Maury,  Wayne,  and  Wil¬ 
liamson  counties)  (5-30-75) 

Franklin  County 

Winchester,  Hundred  Oaks,  Oak  St.  at  UR. 
64  (5-28-75)  HABS 

Grainger  County 

Rutledge  vicinity.  Lea  Springs.  11  mi.  SW  of 
Rutledge  off  U.S.  11  W.  on  Lea  Lake  Rd. 
(5-29-75) 

Hickman  County 

Old  Natchez  Trace,  see  Davidson  County 
Lawrence  County 

Old  Natchez  Trace,  see  Davidson  County 
Lewis  County 

Old  Natchez  Trace,  see  Davidson  County 
Loudon  County 

Loudon,  Loudon  County  Courthouse,  Grove 
and  Mulberry  Sts.  (5-28-75) 

Knox  County 

Knoxville,  Knollwood,  6411  Kingston  Pike 
(6-12-76) 

Knoxville,  Lebanon-in-the-Fork  Presbyterian 
Church,  Asbury  Rd.  (5-27-75) 

Maury  County 

Old  Natchez  Trace,  see  Davidson  County 
Columbia,  Polk  Sisters'  House,  305  W.  7th 
St.  (5-21-75) 

McMinn  County 

Athens  vicinity,  Cleage,  Samuel,  House,  N  of 
Athens  on  Lee  Hwy.  (U.S.  11)  (5-12-75) 

HABS 

Scott  County 

Oneida  vicinity,  Bryant,  Louis  £.,  House,  2 
mi.  E  of  Oneida  on  Bear  Creek  Rd.  (5-29- 
76) 

Warren  County 

McMinnville  vicinity,  Northcutt  Plantation, 
7  ml  SW  of  McMinnville  off  TN  108  on 
Wheeler  Lane  (5-12-75)  HABS 

Washington  County 

Jonesboro  vicinity,  Sulphur  Springs  Method¬ 
ist  Campground,  N  of  Jonesboro  off  TN  81 
In  Sulphur  Springs  Community  (5-12-75) 
HABS 

Wayne  County 

Old  Natchez  Trace,  see  Davidson  County 
Williamson  County 

Old  Natchez  Trace,  see  Davidson  County 

TEXAS 

Bexar  County 

San  Antonio,  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  Pas¬ 
senger  Station,  1174  E.  Commerce  St.  (6- 
29-75) 

Dallas  County 

Dallas,  Dallas  Union  Terminal,  400  S.  Hous¬ 
ton  St.  (6-39-75) 

*  •  El  Paso  County 

K1  Paso,  1880’s  Mexican  Consulate,  612  E.  San 
Antonio  St.  (5-23-76) 

Fayette  County 

Flatonla  vicinity,  Buckner’s  Creek  Bridge  10 
ml.  N  of  Flatonla  over  Buckner’s  Creek 
(5-29-75) 

Garza  County 

Post,  Old  Post  Sanitarium,  117  N.  Avenue  N 
(5-21-76) 
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Gonzales  County 

Gonzales,  Gonzales  County  Jail,  Courthouse 
Sq  on  St.  Lawrence  St.  (5-21-75) 

Hidalgo  County 

Mission  vicinity,  La  Lomita  Historic  District, 
5  ml.  S  of  Mission  on  F.M.  1016  (5-28-76) 

Hudspeth  County 

Sierra  Blanca,  Hudspeth  County  Courthouse, 
Millican  St.  (5-21-75) 

Lee  County 

Giddings,  Lee  County  Courthouse,  bounded 
by  Hempstead,  Grimes,  E.  Richmond,  and 

Main  Sts.  (5-30-75) 

UTAH 

Salt  Lake  County 

Salt  Lake  City,  Bamberger,  Simon,  House, 
623  East  100  South  (5-30-75) 

Sevier  County 

Richfield,  Sevier  County  Courthouse,  Main 
between  2nd  and  3rd  Sts.  N.  (5-30-75) 

Tooele  County 

Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Lincoln  Highway 
Bridge,  in  Dog  Area  on  2nd  St.  over  Gov¬ 
ernment  Creek  (5-21-75) 

VERMONT 

Caledonia  County 

Mclndoe  Falls,  Mclndoes  Academy,  Main  St. 
(5-6-75) 

Ryegate  vicinity,  Whitehill  House,  N  of  Rye- 
gate  on  Groton-Peacham  Rd.  (5-30-75) 

St.  Johnsbury,  St.  Johnsbury  Main  Street 
Historic  District,  area  along  Main  St.  in¬ 
cluding  Intersecting  streets  (5-28-75) 

Chittenden  County 

Burlington,  Winterbotham  Estate,  163  S. 
Willard  St.  (5-12-76) 

Orange  County 

Bradford  and  vicinity,  Bradford  Village  His¬ 
toric  District,  residential  area  along  Main, 
Depot,  Pleasant,  High,  and  Mill  Sts., 
Wrights  Ave.,  Goshen  Rd.,  and  U3.  5  (6- 
28-76) 

Newbury  vicinity.  Bedell  Bridge,  see  Grafton 
Co.,  Haverhill  vie.,  NH. 

Randolph,  Depot  Square  Historic  District 
both  eides  of  main.  Pleasant,  and  Salisbury 
Sts.,  and  both  sides  of  Central  Vermont 
RY.  tracks  (5-29-75) 

VIRGINIA 

Mathews  County 

Mathews  vicinity,  Methodist  Tabernacle,  SE 
of  Mathews  on  VA  611  at  Jet.  with  VA  644. 
(5-21-76) 

Norfolk  ( independent  city) 

Monticello  Arcade,  in  200  block  E.  City  Hall 
Ave.;  between  City  Hall  Ave.  and  Plume  St. 
(6-31-75) 

Prince  William  County 

Dumfries,  Weems-Botts  House,  SW  corner  of 
Duke  and  Cameron  Sts.  (6-12-76) 

Pulaski  County 

Dublin  vicinity.  Back  Creek  Farm,  NW  of 
Dublin  off  VA  100  (5-21-75) 

Rappahannock  County 

Washington  and  vicinity,  Washington  His¬ 
toric  District,  residential  area  N  of  UR. 
211/522  (6-28-75) 

Richmond  ( independent  city) 

Walker,  Maggie,  House,  110  A  K.  Leigh  St. 
(6-12-76) 
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Virginia  Beach  ( independent  city) 

Land,  Francis,  House,  3133  Virginia  Beach 
Blvd.  (5-12-75) 

WASHINGTON 

Asotin  County 

Clarkston,  VanArsdol,  C.  C,  House,  15th  and 
Chestnut  Sts.  (6-6-75) 

King  County 

Seattle,  Northern  Life  Tower  (Seattle  Tower ) , 
1212  3rd  Ave.  (5-30-76) 

Spokane  County 

Cheney  vicinity,  Turnbull  Pines  Rock  Shel¬ 
ter,  S  of  Cheney  In  Turnbull  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  (5-6-75) 

Thurston  County 

Olympia,  Old  Capitol  Building,  600  block 
Washington  St.  (6-30-75) 

Whatcom  County 

Bellingham,  Great  Northern  Passenger  Sta¬ 
tion,  S  end  of  D  St.  (5-30-75) 

Bellingham,  Larrabee  House,  405  Fieldstone 
Rd.  (5-30-75) 

Point  Roberts,  Boundary  Marker  No.  1,  Marine 
Dr.  at  U.S./Canada  border  (5-30-75) 

WISCONSIN 

Jefferson  County 

Waterloo  vicinity,  St.  Wenceslaus  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  SE  of  Waterloo  at  Jet.  of 
Blue  Point  and  Island  Rds.  (5-12-75) 

La  Crosse  County 

La  Crosse,  Anderson,  Mons,  House,  410  Cass 
St.  (5-6-76) 

Waukesha  County 

Pewaukee,  West,  Deacon,  Octagon  House,  370 
High  St.  (6-12-76) 

Winnebago  County 

Winneconne  vicinity,  Kamrath  Site,  S  of 
Winneconne  off  WI116  (5-6-75) 

•  •  •  •  • 

The  following  property  was  omitted  from 
the  February  4,  1975,  Federal  Register 

listing; 

MARYLAND 

Frederick  County 

Frederick  vicinity,  Mononcacy  Battlefield 
10-16-66) 

•  •  •  •  • 

The  following  are  corrections  for  prop¬ 
erties  previously  listed  in  the  Federal 
Register 

IOWA 

Lee  County 

Keokuk,  Miller,  Justice  Samuel  Freeman, 
House,  318  N.  6th  St. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Norfolk  County 

Milton,  Paul's  Bridge,  see  Suffolk  County. 

Suffolk  County 

Boston,  Paul’s  Bridge,  Neponset  Valley  Pkwy, 
over  Neponset  River  (also  in  Norfolk 
County) 

Charlestown,  Town  HiU  District 
Jamaica  Plain,  Loring-Greenough  House,  12 
South  84.  (4-28-76) 

Roxbury,  Eliot,  John,  Square  District,  John 
KUot  Sq.  (4-28-76) 

Roxbury,  Kittredge,  Alvah,  House,  13  Lin- 
wood  St.  (5-3-73) 
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MICHIGAN 

Macomb  County 

Washington,  Wash:  igton  Octagon  House, 
57000  Van  Dyke  St. 

NEW  YORK 

Ulster  County 

New  Paltz,  Hasbrouck,  Jean,  House,  N.  Front 
and  Huguenot  Sts.  (12-24-67)  NHL;  HABS 

OHIO 

Clark  County 

Springfield,  East  High  Street  District,  rough¬ 
ly  bounded  by  E.  High  St.,  S.  Sycamore  St. 
and  Walnut  St.  (10-9-74)  This  Incorpo¬ 
rates  Bushnell-Foos  Historic  District. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Philadelphia  County 

Philadelphia,  Chew  House,  6401  German¬ 
town  Ave.  between  Johnson  and  Cliveden 
Sts.;  NHL 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Beaufort  County 

Frogmore  vicinity,  Penn  Center  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict  (Penn  School),  S  of  Frogmore  on  SC 
37  (9-0-74)  NHL 

Calhoun  County 

St.  Mathews,  Dantzler,  Col.  Olin  M„  House, 
412  E.  Bridge  St. 

TENNESSEE 

Hawkins  County 

Rogersville,  Rogersville  Historic  District  (for¬ 
merly  listed  In  TX) 

Knox  County 

Knoxville  vicinity,  Buffat,  Alfred,  Homestead, 
1  ml.  N  of  Knoxville  on  Love  Creek  Rd. 
(4-1-76) 

Sullivan  County 

Blountville,  Blountville  Historic  District 
(formerly  listed  In  TX) 

WISCONSIN 

Burnett  County 

Webster  vicinity.  Northwest  and  XY  Com¬ 
panies  Trading  Post  Sites,  N  of  Webster  on 
Yellow  River  (2-15-74) 

*  •  *  •  • 

The  following  properties  have  been  de¬ 
molished  and  therefore  removed  from  the 

National  Register  of  Historic  Places: 

ILLINOIS 

Cook  County 

Chicago,  Kimball,  William  W.,  House 

Henry  County 

Geneseo,  South  Side  School 

MAINE 

Cumberland  County 

Portland,  Baxter,  Perceival  P.,  House 

OHIO 

Franklin  County 

Columbus,  Peruna  Drug  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany  Building 

Greene  County 

Wlberforce,  Homewood  Cottage  ( Hallie  Q. 
Brown  House) 

Wllberforce,  President's  House,  Central  State 
University  (William  S.  Scarborough  House) 


Lake  County 

Painesvllle,  Octagon  House 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Montgomery  County 
Elkins  Park,  Anselm  Hall 

TENNESSEE 

Maury  County 
Columbia  vicinity,  Polk  Manor 

•  •  •  4  4 

The  following  properties  have  been  re¬ 
moved  from  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places: 

ALABAMA 

Barbour  County 

Eufaula,  Kiels-McNab-Doughtie  House 
INDIANA 
St.  Joseph  County 
Mishawaka,  Beiger  House 


Des  Moines  County 

Burlington,  Snake  Alley  (Incorporated  Into 
Snake  Alley  Historic  District) 


Clark  County 

Springfield.  Bushnell-Foos  Historic  District 
(see  East  High  Street  District) 

Hamilton  County 

Cincinnati,  Ingalls  Building  (Transit  Build¬ 
ing) 


The  following  is  a  correction  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Register  "Criteria  for  Evaluation" 
previously  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  Tuesday,  February  4,  1975.  The  num¬ 
bers  in  the  first  section  should  have  been 
capital  letters: 

The  quality  of  significance  in  American 
history,  architecture,  archeology,  and 
culture  is  present  in  districts,  sites,  build¬ 
ings,  structures,  and  objects  that  possess 
integrity  of  location,  design,  setting,  ma¬ 
terials,  workmanship,  feeling,  and  as¬ 
sociation,  and: 

(A)  that  are  associated  with  events 
that  have  made  a  significant  contribu¬ 
tion  to  the  broad  patterns  of  our  history ; 
or 

(B)  that  are  associated  with  the  lives 
of  persons  significant  in  our  past:  or 

(C)  that  embody  the  distinctive  char¬ 
acteristics  of  a  type,  period,  or  method 
of  construction,  or  that  represent  the 
work  of  a  master,  or  that  possess  high 
artistic  values,  or  that  represent  a  sig¬ 
nificant  and  distinguishable  entity 
whose  components  may  lack  individual 
distinction;  or 

(D)  that  have  yielded,  or  may  be  likely 
to  yield,  information  important  in  pre¬ 
history  or  history. 

Ordinarily,  cemeteries,  birthplaces,  or 
graves  of  historical  figures,  properties 
owned  by  religious  institutions  or  used 
for  religious  purposes,  structures  that 
have  been  moved  from  their  Original 
locations,  reconstructed  historic  build¬ 
ings,  properties  primarily  commemora¬ 
tive  In  nature,  and  properties  that  have 


achieved  significance  within  the  past  50 
years  shall  not  be  considered  eligible  for 
the  National  Register.  However,  such 
properties  will  qualify  if  they  are  in¬ 
tegral  parts  of  districts  that  do  meet  the 
criteria  or  if  they  fall  within  the  follow¬ 
ing  categories : 

(A)  a  religious  property  deriving 
primary  significance  from  architectural 
or  artistic  distinction  or  historical  im¬ 
portance;  or 

(B)  a  building  or  structure  removed 
from  its  original  location  but  which  is 
significant  primarily  for  architectural 
value,  or  which  is  the  surviving  struc¬ 
ture  most  importantly  associated  with  a 
historic  person  or  event;  or 

(C)  a  birthplace  or  grave  of  a  his¬ 
torical  figure  of  outstanding  importance 
if  there  is  no  other  appropriate  site  or 
building  directly  associated  with  his  pro¬ 
ductive  life;  or 

(D)  a  cemetery  which  derives  its  pri¬ 
mary  significance  from  graves  of  per¬ 
sons  of  transcendent  importance,  from 
age,  from  distinctive  design  features,  or 
from  association  with  historic  events; 
or 

(E)  a  reconstructed  building  when 
accurately  executed  in  a  suitable  en¬ 
vironment  and  presented  in  a  dignified 
manner  as  part  of  a  restoration  master 
plan,  and  when  no  other  building  or 
structure  with  the  same  association  has 
survived;  or 

(F)  a  property  primarily  commemora¬ 
tive  in  intent  if  design,  age,  tradition, 
or  symbolic  value  has  invested  it  with  its 
own  historical  significance;  or 

(G)  a  property  achieving  significance 
within  the  past  50  years  if  it  is  of  ex¬ 
ceptional  importance. 

The  following  properties  have  been 
determined  to  be  eligible  for  inclusion 
in  the  National  Register.  All  determina¬ 
tions  of  eligibility  are  made  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  concerned  Federal  Agency 
under  the  authorities  in  section  2(b)  and 
1(3)  of  Executive  Order  11593  as  imple¬ 
mented  by  the  Advisory  Council  on  His¬ 
toric  Preservation,  36  C.F.R.  Part  800. 
This  listing  is  not  complete.  Pursuant  to 
the  authorities  discussed  herein,  an 
Agency  Official  shall  refer  any  question¬ 
able  actions  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
Archeology  and  Historic  Preservation, 
National  Park  Service,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  for  an  opinion  respecting  a 
property’s  eligibility  for  inclusion  in  the 
National  Register. 

Historical  properties  which  are  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  eligible  for  inclusion  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  are 
entitled  to  protection  pursuant  to  the 
procedures  of  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation,  36  CFR  Part  800. 
Agencies  are  advised  that  in  accord  with 
the  procedures  of  the  Advisory  Council 
on  Historic  Preservation,  before  an 
agency  of  the  Federal  Government  may 
undertake  any  project  which  may  have 
an  effect  on  such  a  property,  the  Advisory 
Council  on  Historic  Preservation  shall  be 
given  Bn  opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
proposal. 
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ALABAMA 

Dallas  County 

Selma,  Gill  House,  1109  Selma  Ave. 

Madison  County 

Huntsville,  Lee  House,  Red  Stone  Arsenal. 

ALASKA 

Northwestern  District 

Little  Diomede  Island,  Iyapana,  John,  House. 

ARIZONA 

Coconino  County 

Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  Old  Post  Office. 

Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  O’Neill,  Buck- 
ley,  Cabin. 

Grand  Canyon  National  Park,  Ranger's 
Dormitory. 

Graham  County 

Foote  Wash — No  Name  Wash  Archeological 
District. 

Mohave  County 

Colorado  City  vicinity.  Short  Creek  Reservoir 
No.  1.  Site  NA  13,257. 

Colorado  City  vicinity.  Short  Creek  Reservoir 
No.  1,  Site  NA  13,258. 

Maricopa  County 

Cave  Creek  Archeological  District. 

New  River  Dams  Archeological  District. 

Site  T:4:8. 

Skunk  Creek  Archeological  District. 

Navajo  County 

Polacca  vicinity,  Walpi  Hopi  Village,  adjacent 
to  Polacca. 

Pima  County 

Tucson  vicinity,  Old  Santan,  NW  of  Tucson. 

Yuma  County 

Wickenburg  vicinity,  Harquahala  Peak  Ob¬ 
servatory,  SW  of  Wlckenburg. 

Yuma,  Southern  Pacific  Depot. 

ARKANSAS 

Ouachita  County 

Camden,  Old  Post  Office,  Washington  St. 

CALIFORNIA 

Calaveras  County 

New  Melones  Historical  District,  New  Melones 
Lake  Project  area,  Stanislaus  River  (also 
in  Tuelumne  County) . 

Imperial  County 

Glamls  vicinity,  Chocolate  Mountain  Archeo¬ 
logical  District. 

Inyo  County 

Scotty’s  Castle,  Death  Valley  National  Monu¬ 
ment. 

Scotty’s  Ranch,  Death  Valley  National  Monu¬ 
ment. 

Los  Angeles  County 

Van  Norman  Reservoir,  Site  CA-LAN  646, 
CA-LAN  643,  Site  CA-LAN  490,  and  a  clus¬ 
ter  made  up  of  Sites  CA-LAN  475,  491,  492, 
and  493. 

Madera  County 

CA-Mad  176-185,  Lower  China  Crossing,  and 
New  Site,  In  Hidden  Dam-Hensley  Lake 
Project  Area,  Fresno  River. 

Marin  County 

Point  Reyes,  Point  Reyes  Light  Station. 

Mariposa  County 

Yosemlte  National  Park,  Degnan  Residence 
and  Bakery,  Southside  Dr. 


FEDERAL 


Modoc  County 

Alturas  vicinity,  Rail  Spring,  about  30  ml.  N 
of  Alturas  in  Modoc  National  Forest. 

Monterey  County 

Big  Sur,  Point  Sur  Light  Station. 

Pacific  Grove,  Point  Pinos  Light  Station. 

Riverside  County 

Blythe  vicinity,  Blythe  Intaglios,  Indian 
Intaglios,  N  of  Blythe  on  U.S.  95. 

Twentynlne  Palms,  Barker  Dam,  Joshua  Tree 
National  Monument. 

Twentynlne  Palms,  Cottonwood  Oasis  (Cot¬ 
tonwood  Springs ),  Joshua  Tree  National 
Monument. 

Twentynlne  Palms,  Desert  Queen  Mine, 
Joshua  Tree  National  Monument. 

Twentynlne  Palms,  Lost  Horse  Mine,  Joshua 
Tree  National  Monument. 

San  Bernardino  County 

Twentynlne  Palms,  Keys,  Bill,  Ranch,  Joshua 
Tree  National  Monument. 

Twentynlne  Palms,  Cow  Camp,  Joshua  Tree 
National  Monument. 

Twentynlne  Palms,  Twentynine  Palms  Oasis, 
Joshua  Tree  National  Monument. 

Twentynlne  Palms,  Wallstreet  Mill,  Joshua 
Tree  National  Monument. 

Sacramento  County 

Sacramento  River  Bank  Protection  Project, 
Site  1,  Sacramento  River. 

San  Luis  Obispo  County 

San  Luis  Obispo,  San  Luis  Obsipo  Light  Sta¬ 
tion. 

San  Mateo  County 

Ano  Nuevo  vicinity.  Pigeon  Point  Light  Sta¬ 
tion. 

Hillsborough,  Point  Montara  Light  Station. 

Shasta  County 

Redding  vicinity.  Squaw  Creek  Archeological 
Site,  NE  of  Redding. 

Whiskey  town,  Irrigation  System  ( 165  and 
166),  Whlskeytown  National  Recreation 
Area. 

Sonoma  County 

Dry  Creek-Warm  Springs  Valley  Archeolog¬ 
ical  District. 

Santa  Rosa,  Santa  Rosa  Post  Office. 

Siskiyou  County 

Thomas-Wright  Battle  Site,  Lava  Beds  Na¬ 
tional  Monument. 

COLORADO 

Denver  County 

Denver,  Eisenhower  Memorial  Chapel,  Build¬ 
ing  No.  27,  Reeves  St.,  on  Lowry  AFB. 

Eagle  County 

Wolcott,  Wolcott  Stage  Station. 

El  Paso  County 

Colorado  Springs,  Alamo  Hotel,  corner  of 
Tejon  and  Cucharras  Sts. 

Colorado  Springs,  Old  El  Paso  County  Jail, 
corner  of  Vermljo  and  Cascade  Ave. 

Larimer  County 

Site  5-LR-257,  Boxelder  Watershed  Project. 

Rio  Blanco  County 

Meeker  vicinity,  Thornburgh  Monument,  NE 
of  Meeker  on  Thornburgh  Rd.  9  ml.  from 
Jet.  of  CO  13  and  789. 

Rangely  vicinity.  Canon  Pintado,  S  of  Ran- 
gely  on  Hwy.  139. 

Rangely  vicinity.  Carrot  Men  Pictograph 
Stte,  SW  of  Rangely  and  W  of  Rangely 
Dragon  Rd. 
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CONNECTICUT 

Hartford  County 

Hartford,  Church  of  the  Good  Shepherd  and 
Parish  House,  Wyllya  St.  and  Van  Block 

Ave. 

Hartford,  Colt  Factory  Housing,  Huyshope 
Ave.,  between  Sequassen  and  Weehasset 
Sts. 

Hartford,  Colt  Factory  Housing  ( Potsdam 
Village),  Curcombe  St.  between  Hendricx- 
sen  Ave.  and  Locust  St. 

Hartford,  Colt  Park,  bounded  by  Wethers¬ 
field  Ave.,  Stonlngton,  Wawarme,  Cur¬ 
combe,  and  Marseek  Sts.,  and  by  Huyshope 
and  Van  Block  Aves. 

Hartford,  Colt,  Colonel  Samuel,  Armory,  and 
related  factory  buildings.  Van  Dyke  Ave. 

Hartford,  Flat-Iron  Building  (Motto  Build¬ 
ing),  Congress  St.  and  Maple  Ave. 

Hartford,  Houses  on  both  sides  of  Congress 
Street. 

Hartford,  Houses  on  Charter  Oak  Place. 

Hartford,  Houses  on  Wethersfield  Avenue, 
between  Morris  and  Wyllys  Sts.,  particu¬ 
larly  Nos.  97-81,  65. 

Middlesex  County 

Middletown.  Mather-Douglas-Santangelo 
House,  11  S.  Mam  St. 

New  Haven  County 

New  Haven,  City  Hall  and  Annex. 

New  Haven,  Post  Office-Courthouse,  Church 
and  Court  Sts. 

New  London  County 

New  London,  Thames  Shipyard,  west  bank  of 
Thames  River  N.  of  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Academy. 

DELAWARE 

New  Castle  County 

Wilmington,  Wilmington  Custom  House, 
King  St. 

Suffolk  County 

Lewes,  Delaware  Breakwater. 

Lewes,  Harbor  of  Refuge  Breakwater. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Auditors’  Building,  201  14th  St.  SW. 

Central  Heating  Plant,  13th  and  C  Sts.  SW. 
1700  Block  Q  Street  NW,  1700-1744,  1746, 
1748  Qua  St.  NW.;  1636,  1638,  1540,  1602, 
1604,  1606,  1608  17th  8t.  NW. 

FLORIDA 

Hillsborough  County 

Tampa,  Firehouse  No.  10,  Ybor  City. 

Pinellas  County 

Bay  Pines,  VA  Center,  Sections  2,  3,  and  11 
TWP  31-S,  R-15K. 

GEORGIA 

Chatham  County 

Archeological  Site,  N  end  of  Skidway  Island. 

Clarke  County 

Athens,  Carnegie  Library  Building,  1401 
Prince  Ave. 

Clay  County 

Archeological  Stte  WGC-73,  downstream 
from  Walter  F.  George  Dam. 

Heard  County 

Philpott  Homesite  and  Cemetery,  on  bluff 
above  Chattahoochee  River  where  Grayson 
Trail  leads  Into  river. 

Stewart  County 

Rood  Mounds. 
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Sumter  County 

Americus,  Aboriginal  Chert  Quarry,  Souther 
Field. 

Hawaii  County 

Hawaii  Voloanoes  National  Park,  Manna  Loa 
Trail. 

Maui  County 

Hana  vicinity,  Kipahulu  Historic  District, 
SW  of  Hana  on  Rte.  31. 

HAWAII 

Oahu  County 

Moanalua  Valley. 

IDAHO 

Ada  County 

Boise,  Alexanders,  826  Main  St. 

Boise,  Falks  Department  Store,  100  N.  8th  St. 

Boise,  Idaho  Building,  216  N.  8th  St.' 

Boise,  Simplot  Building  ( Boise  City  National 
Bank) ,  805  Idaho  St. 

Boise,  Union  Building,  712  y2  Idaho  St. 

Clearwater  County 

Orofino  vicinity.  Canoe  Camp — Suite  18,  W. 
of  Orofino  on  U.S.  12  in  Nez  Perce  National 
Historical  Park. 

Custer  County 

Challis,  Challis  Bison  Jump. 

Idaho  County 

Kamiah  vicinity,  East  Kamiah — Suite  15,  SE 
of  Kamiah  on  US.  12  in  Nez  Perce  Na¬ 
tional  Historical  Park. 

Lemhi  County 

Tendoy,  Lewis  and  Clark  Trail,  First  Flag 

-  Unfurling. 

Tendoy,  Lewis  and  Clark  Trail,  Pattee  Creek 
Camp, 

Lewis  County 

Jacques  Spur  vicinity,  St.  Joseph’s  Mission 
( Slickpoo ),  S  of  Jacques  Spur  on  Mission 
Creek  off  U.S.  95. 

Nez  Perce  County 

Lapwai,  Fort  Lapwai  Officer’s  Quarters,  Phin- 
ney  Dr.  and  C  St.  in  Nez  Perce  National 

Park. 

Lapwai,  Spalding. 

ILLINOIS 

Cook  County 

Chicago,  McCarthy  Building  (Land  field 
Building )  NE  corner  of  Dearborn  and 
Washington  Sts. 

Chicago,  Methodist  Book  Concern  (later  Stop 
and  Shop  Warehouse),  12  W.  Washington 
St. 

Chicago,  Ogden  Building,  130  W.  Lake  St. 

Chicago,  Oliver  Building,  159  N.  Dearborn 
St. 

Chicago,  Springer  Block  (Bay,  State,  and 
Kram  Buildings),  126-146  N.  State  St. 

Chicago,  Unity  Building,  127  N.  Dearborn  St. 

De  Kalb  County 

De  Kalb,  Haish  Barbed  Wire  Factory,  corner 
of  6th  and  Lincoln  Sts. 

Lake  County 

Fort  Sheridan,  Museum,  Bldg.  33,  Lyster  Rd. 

Fort  Sheridan,  Water  Tower,  Bldg.  49,  Leon¬ 
ard  Wood  Ave. 

INDIANA 

Monroe  County 

Bloomington,  Carnegie  Library. 

St.  Joseph  County 

Mishawaka,  180  NW  Block,  properties  front¬ 
ing  N.  Main  St.  and  W.  Lincoln  Way. 


Vermillion  County 

Houses  in  SR  63/32  Project,  Jet.  of  SR  32  and 
SR  63  and  1st  rd.  S  of  Jet. 

IOWA 

Muscatine  County 

Muscatine,  Clark,  Alexander ,  Property,  125- 
123  W.  3rd  and  307.  309  Chestnut. 

KANSAS 

Douglas  County 

Lawrence,  Curtis  Hall  (Kiva  Hall),  Haskell 
Institute. 

Pottawatomie  County 

Coffey  Archeological  Site,  14  PO  1. 

KENTUCKY 

Jefferson  County 

Louisville,  Old  Louisville  Historic  District, 
bounded  on  N  by  Broadway;  on  the  W  by 
7th  and  the  Louisville/Nashville  RR 
tracks;  on  the  E  by  I  65  and  Brook  St;  on 
the  S  by  Eastern  Pkwy.  and  Gaulbert  Ave. 

Trigg  County 

Golden  Pond,  Center  Furnace,  N  of  Golden 
Pond  on  Bugg  Spring  Rd. 

MARYLAND 

Anne  Arundel  County 

Chestertown,  Bloody  Point  Bar  Light,  on 
Chesapeake  Bay. 

Skidmore,  Sandy  Point  Shoal  Light,  on  Ches¬ 
apeake  Bay. 

Baltimore  County 

Fort  Howard,  Craighill  Channel  Upper  Range 
Front  Light,  on  Chesapeake  Bay. 

Sparrows  Point,  Craighill  Channel  Range 
Front  Light,  on  Chesapeake  Bay. 

Cecil  County 

Perryville,  Perry  Point  Mansion  House,  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  Hospital  grounds. 

Perryville,  Perry  Point  Mill,  Veterans  Admin¬ 
istration  Hospital  grounds. 

Sassafras  Elk  Neck,  Turkey  Point  Light,  at 
Elk  River  and  Chesapeake  Bay. 

Dorchester  County 

Hoopersville,  Hooper  Island  Light,  Chesa¬ 
peake  Bay-Middle  Hooper  Island. 

Harford  County 

Havre  De  Grace,  Havre  De  Grace  Light. 

St.  Marys  County 

Piney  Point,  Piney  Point  Light  Station. 

St.  Inigoes,  St.  Inigoes  Manor  House,  Naval 
Electronic  System  Test  and  Evaluation 
Detachment. 

St.  MaryB  City,  Point  No  Point  Light,  on 
Chesapeake  Bay. 

Talbot  County 

Tilgman  Island,  Sharps  Island  Light,  on 
Chesapeake  Bay. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Barnstable  County 

Chatham  vicinity.  Old  Harbor  U.S.  Life 
Saving  Station — U.S.C.G.  Station,  North 
Beach. 

North  Eastham,  French  Cable  Hut,  Jet.  of 
Cable  Rd.  and  Ocean  View  Dr. 

Truro,  Highland  House,  Cape  Cod  Light 
(Highland  Light)  area. 

Bristol  County 

New  Bedford,  Fire  Station  No.  4,  79  S.  6th  St. 

Middlesex  County 

Watertown,  Commanding  Officer's  Quarters 
Bldg.  Ill,  Watertown  Arsenal,  443  Arsenal 
St. 


Wayland,  Old  Town  Bridge  (Four  Arch 
Bridge),  Rte.  27,  1.5  mi.  NW  of  Rte.  126 
Jet. 

MICHIGAN 

Little  Forks  Archeological  District. 

MINNESOTA 

Beltrami  County 

Blackduct,  Rabideau  CCC  Camp  Site,  S  of 
Blackduct  in  Chippewa  National  Forest. 

Winona  County 

Winona,  Second  Street  Commercial  Block. 

MISSOURI 

Buchanan  County 

St.  Joseph,  Hall  Street  Historic  District, 
bounded  by  4th  St.  on  W.  Robidoux  on 
S,  10th  on  E,  and  Michel,  Corby,  and 
Ridenbaugh  on  N. 

Dent  County 

Lake  Spring,  Hyer,  John,  House. 

Franklin  County 

Leslie.  Noser’s  Mill  and  adjacent  Miller’s 
House.  Rural  Rte.  1. 

MONTANA 

Carbon  County 

Barry's  Landing,  Bad  Pass  Trail  s(Sioux 
Trail),  Big  Horn  Canyon  National  Recrea¬ 
tion  Area. 

Hardin,  Pretty  Creek  Site  (Hough  Creek 
Site),  Big  Horn  Canyon  National  Recrea¬ 
tion  Area. 

Fergus  County 

Lewis  &  Clark  Campsite,  May  23, 180 5. 

Lewis  &  Clark  Campsite,  May  24, 1805. 

Lewis  and  Clark  County 

Marysville,  Marysville  Historic  District. 

Ravalli  County 

Conner  vicinity,  Alta  Ranger  Station,  S  of 
Conner  in  Bitterroot  National  Forest. 

Sheridan  County 

Medicine  Lake,  Tipi  Hills,  Medicine  Lake  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge. 

NEVADA 

Clark  County 

Indian  Springs  vicinity,  Tim  Springs  Petro- 
glyphs,  N  of  Indian  Springs. 

Las  Vegas  vicinity,  Blacksmith  Shop,  Desert 
National  Wildlife  Range. 

Las  Vegas  vicinity,  Mesquite  House,  Desert 
National  Wildlife  Range. 

Las  Vegas  vicinity,  Mormon  Well  Corral,  NE 
of  Las  Vegas. 

Nye  County 

Las  Vegas,  vicinity.  Emigrant's  Trail,  about 
75  ml.  NW  of  Las  Vegas  on  U.S.  95. 

Storey  County  (also  in  Washoe  County) 

Sparks  vicinity,  Derby  Diversion  Dam,  on  the 
Truckee  River  19  ml.  E  of  Sparks,  along 
180. 

Washoe  County 

Derby  Division  Dam,  see  Storey  County. 

NEW  JERSEY 

Mercer  County 

Hamilton  and  West  Windsor  Townships, 
Assunpink  Historic  District. 

Middlesex  County 

New  Brunswick,  Delaware  and  Raritan  Ca¬ 
nal,  between  Albany  St.  Bridge  and  Land¬ 
ing  Lane  Bridge. 
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Monmouth  County 

Long  Branch,  The  Reservation,  1-9  New 
Ocean  Ave. 

Sussex  County  (also  in  Warren  County) 

Old  Mine  Road  Historic  District. 

Warren  County 

Old  Mine  Road  Historic  District,  see  Sussex 
County. 

NEW  YORK 

Bronx  County 

New  York,  North  Brothers  Island  Light  Sta¬ 
tion,  In  center  of  East  River. 

Greene  County 

New  York,  Hudson  City  Light  Station,  in 
center  of  Hudson  River. 

New  York  County 

New  York,  Harlem  Courthouse,  170  E.  121et 

m. 

Richmond  County 

New  York,  Romer  Shoal  Light  Station,  lo¬ 
cated  In  lower  bay  area  of  New  York 
Harbor. 

Schoharie  County 

Breakabeen,  Breakabeen  Historic  District 
between  villages  of  North  Blenheim  and 
Breakabeen. 

Suffolk  County 

New  York,  Fire  Island  Light  Station,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  station. 

New  York,  Little  Gull  Island  Light  Station, 
off  North  Point  of  Orient  Point,  Long 
Island. 

New  York,  Plum  Island  Light  Station,  off 
Orient  Point,  Long  Island. 

New  York,  Race  Rock  Light  Station,  S  of 
Fishers  Island,  10  ml.  N  of  Orient  Point. 

Ulster  County 

Kingston  vicinity,  Esopus  Meadows  Light 
Station,  middle  of  Hudson  River. 

New  York,  Rondout  North  Dike  Light,  center 
of  Hudson  River  at  Jot.  of  Rondout  Creek 
and  Hudson  River. 

New  York,  Saugerties  Light  Station,  Hudson 
River. 

Westchester  County 

Port  Washington  vicinity,  Execution  Rocks 
Light  Station,  lower  SW  portion  of  Long 
Island  Sound. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Alamance  County 

Burlington,  Southern  Railway  Passenger 
Depot,  NE  corner  Main  and  Webb  Sts. 

Brunswick  County 

Southport,  Fort  Johnston,  Moore  St. 

Caswell  County  (also  in  Rockingham  Co.) 

Archeological  Sites  CS-12,  County  Line  Creek 
Watershed  Project. 

Womacks  Mill,  In  County  Creek  Watershed 
Project  (also  in  Rockingham  County) . 

Cleveland  County 

Archeological  Resources  in  Second  Brood 
River  Watershed  Project,  also  In  Ruther¬ 
ford  County. 

Cumberland  County 

Fayetteville,  Veterans  Administration  Hos¬ 
pital  Confederate  Breastworks,  23  Ramsey 
St. 

Dare  County 

Buxton,  Cape  Hatteras  Light,  Cape  Hatteras 
National  Seashore. 


Durham  County 

Durham,  St.  Joseph’s  A. MM.  Church,  Fayette¬ 
ville  St.  at  the  Durham  Expwy. 

Hyde  County 

Ocracoke,  Ocracoke  Lighthouse. 

New  Hanover  County 

Wilmington,  Market  Street  Mansions  Dis¬ 
trict,  both  sides  of  Market  St.  between  17th 
and  18th  Sts. 

Rockingham  County 

Archeological  Sites  ■  CS-12  (see  Caswell 
County) . 

Womack’s  Mill  (see  Caswell  County) . 

Rutherford  County 

Archeological  Resources  in  Second  Brood 
River  Watershed  Project,  see  Cleveland 
County. 

OHIO 

Clermont  County 

Neville  vicinity,  Maynard  House,  2  mi.  E  of 
Neville  off  U.S.  62. 

Pickaway  County 

Williamsport  vicinity,  The  Shack  (Daugh¬ 
erty,  Harry,  House),  6.6  ml.  NW  of  Wil¬ 
liamsport. 

Seneca  County 

Tiffin,  Old  U.S.  Post  Office,  216  S.  Washington 
St. 

OKLAHOMA 

Comanche  County 

Fort  Sill,  Blockhouse  on  Signal  Mountain 
off  Mackenzie  Hill  Rd. 

Fort  Sill,  Camp  Comanche  Site,  E  range  on 
Cache  Creek. 

Fort  Sill,  Chiefs  Knoll,  Post  Cemetery,  N  of 
Macomb  Rd. 

Fort  Sill,  Geronimo’s  Grave,  N  of  Jet.  of 
Dodge  Hill  and  Elgin  Rds. 

Fort  Sill,  Henry  Post  Air  Field,  Post  Rd. 

Fort  Sill  vicinity,  Medicine  Bluffs,  NW  of 
Fort  8111. 

Haskell  County 

Keota,  vicinity.  Otter  Creek  Archeological 
Site,  SW  of  Keota. 

Kay  County 

Newkirk  vicinity,  Bryson  Archeological  Site, 
NE  of  Newkirk. 

OREGON 

Coos  County 

Charleston,  Cape  Arago  Light  Station. 

Curry  County 

Port  Orford,  Cape  Blanco  Light  Station. 

Woll  Creek,  Rogue  River  Branch,  Star  Rte. 
Box  78. 

Douglas  County 

Winchester  Bay,  Umpqua  River  Lighthouse. 

Josephine  County 

Whiskey  Creek  Cabin. 

Klamath  County 

Crater  Lake  National  Park,  Crater  Lake 
Lodge. 

Lake  County 

Sliver  Lake,  Picture  Rock  Pass  Petroglyphs 
Site. 

Lane  County 

Roosevelt  Beach,  Heceta  Head  Lighthouse. 

Roosevelt  Beach,  Heceta  Head  Light  Station. 

Lincoln  County 

Agate  Beach,  Yaquina  Head  Lighthouse. 


.  Sherman  County 

Grass  Valley  vicinity.  Mack  Canyon  Archeo¬ 
logical  Site,  at  end  of  BLM  access  road 
adjacent  to  Deschutes  River  N  of  Maupln. 

Tillamook  County 

Tillamook,  Cape  Meares  Lighthouse. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Adams  County 

Gettysburgh,  Barlow’s  Knoll,  adjacent  to 
Gettysburg  National  Military  Park. 

Allegheny  County 

Bruceton,  Experimental  Mine,  U.S.  Bureau 
of  Mines,  off  Cochran  Mill  Rd. 

Berks  County 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Berger-Stout  Log  House,  near 
Jet.  of  Church  Rd.  and  Tulephocken  Creek. 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Conrad’s  Warehouse,  near  Jet. 
of  Rte.  183  and  Powder  Mill  Rd. 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Heck-Stamm-Unger  Farmsted, 
Gruber  Rd. 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Miller’s  House,  Jet.  of  Rte.  183 
and  Powder  Mill  Rd. 

Mt.  Pleasant,  O’Bolds-Billman  Hotel  and 
Store,  Gruber  Rd.  and  Rte.  183. 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Pleasant  Valley  Roller  Mill, 
Gruber  Rd. 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Reber’s  Residence  and  Barn,  on 
Tulephocken  Creek. 

Mt.  Pleasant,  Union  Canal,  Blue  Marsh  Lake 
Project  area. 

Clinton  County 

Lockhaven,  Apsley  House,  302  E.  Church  St. 

Lockhaven,  Harvey,  Judge,  House,  29  N.  Jay 
St. 

Lockhaven,  McCormick,  Robert,  House,  234 
E.  Church  St. 

Lockhaven,  Mussina,  Lyons,  House,  23  N.  Jay 
St. 

Huntingdon  County 

Brumbaugh  Homestead,  Rays  town  Lake 
Project. 

Lehigh  County 

Dorneyville,  King  George  Inn  and  two  other 
stone  houses,  Hamilton  and  Cedar  Orest 
Blvds. 

Philadelphia  County 

Philadelphia,  Quartermaster’s  Depot,  U.S. 
Marine  Corps,  1100  S.  Broad  St. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Charleston  County 

Charleston,  139  Ashley  St. 

Charleston,  69  Barre  St. 

Charleston,  69r  Barre  St. 

Charleston,  316  Calhoun  St. 

Charleston,  316r  Calhoun  St. 

Charleston,  268  Calhoun  St. 

Charleston,  274  Calhoun  St. 

Charleston,  Old  Rice  Mill,  off  Lockwood  Dr. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Pennington  County 

Rapid  City,  Rapid  City  Historic  Commercial 
District,  portions  of  612-632  Main  St. 

TENNESSEE 

Henry  County 

Mt.  Zion  Church  and  Cemetery  (United  Bap¬ 
tist  Church) . 

Monroe  County 

Vonore  vicinity,  Tellico  Blockhouse  Site,  E 
of  Vonore. 

Stewart  County 

Dover  vicinity,  Fort  Henry  Site,  NW  of  Dover. 

Great  Western  Furnace. 
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TEXAS 

Bexar  County 

Fort  Sam  Houston,  Eisenhower  House,  Artil¬ 
lery  Post  Rd. 

Galveston  County 

Galveston,  XJJS.  Customhouse,  bounded  by 
Avenue  B,  17th,  Water,  and  18th  Sts. 

UTAH 

Salt  Lake  County 

Salt  Lake  City,  Karrick  Building  (Leyson- 
Pearsoll  Building) ,  236  S.  Main  St. 

Salt  Lake  City,  Lollin  Block,  238-240  S.  Main 
St. 

Tooele  County 

Wendover  vicinity,  Wendover  Air  Force  Base, 
S  of  Wendover. 

VERMONT 

Franklin  County 

Highgate  Falls,  Lenticular  or  Parabolic  Truss 
Bridge,  over  Mlssiquoi  River. 

Windsor  County 
Windsor,  Post  Office  Building. 

WASHINGTON 

Clallam  County 

Olympic  National  Park  Archeological  Dis¬ 
trict,  Olympic  National  Park  (also  In  Jef¬ 
ferson  County) , 

Segium,  New  Dungeness  Light  Station. 

Grays  Harbor  County 
West  port.  Grays  Harbor  Light  Station. 
Jefferson  County 

Olympic  National  Park  Archeological  District 
(see  Clallam  County) . 

King  County 

Burton,  Point  Robinson  Light  Station. 

Seattle,  AUei  Point  Light  Station. 

Seattle,  West  Point  Light  Station. 

Kitsap  County 

Hansville,  Point  No  Point  Light  Station 
Pacific  County 

Hwaco,  Cape  Disappointment  Light  Station. 
Ilwaco,  North  Head  Light  Station. 

Pierce  County 

Fort  Lewis  Military  Reservation,  Captain 
Wilkes,  July  4, 1841,  Celebration  Site. 
Longmlre,  Longmire  Cabin,  Mount  Rainier 
National  Park. 

San  Juan  County 

San  Juan  Islands,  Patos  Island  Light  Station. 

Snohomish  County 
Mukilteo,  Mukilteo  Light  Station. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Cabell  County 

Huntington,  Old  Bank  Building,  1208  3rd 
Ave. 

Kanawha  County 

St.  Albans,  Chilton  House,  439  B  St. 

Wood  County 

Parkersburg,  Wood  County  Courthouse. 
Parkersburg,  Wood  County  Jail. 

WISCONSIN 

Ashland  County 

Ashland  vicinity,  Madeline  Island  Site  7302. 


« 


Door  County 

Chambers  Island,  Chambers  Island  Light 
House  Dwelling,  northern  tip  Chambers  Is¬ 
land.  Green  Bay,  Lake  Michigan. 

Milwaukee  County 

Milwaukee.  Plainkinton,  Elizabeth.  House, 
1492  W.  Wisconsin  Ave. 

WYOMING 

Goshen  County 

Torrington,  Union  Pacific  Depot. 

Park  County 

Mammouth,  Chapel  at  Fort  Yellowstone, 
Yellowstone  National  Park. 

PUERTO  RICO 

Mona  Island,  Sardinero  Site  and  Ball  Courts. 

A.  R.  Mortensen, 
Director,  Office  of  Archeology  and 

Historic  Preservation. 

[FR  Doc.75-16968  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

GUNNISON  VALLEY  FOREST  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

The  Gunnison  Valley  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  hold  a  business 
meeting  in  conjunction  with  a  ride  as 
hosts  of  the  Miguel  District  Grazing  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  on  July  22  and  23, 1975.  The 
business  meeting  will  be  held  at  7  p.m., 
July  22,  at  Old  Agency  Work  Center, 
Cebolla  Ranger  District,  Gunnison  Na¬ 
tional  Forest.  The  ride  will  commence 
from  Old  Agency  Work  Center  at  8  a.m. 
on  July  22. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  elect 
officers  for  the  Gunnison  Valley  Forest 
Grazing  Advisory  Board  and  to  look  at 
range  management  being  practiced  In 
this  area. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
Donald  M.  Smith,  Forester,  216  North 
Colorado,  Gunnison,  Colorado  81230, 
telephone  (303)  641-0471.  Written  state¬ 
ments  may  be  filed  with  the  Board  before 
or  after  the  meeting. 

The  Board  has  established  the  follow¬ 
ing  rule  for  public  participation:  To  the 
extent  time  permits,  interested  persons 
may  be  permitted  by  the  Board  Chair¬ 
man  to  present  oral  statements  at  the 
meeting. 

Jimmy  R.  Wilkins, 
Acting  Forest  Supervisor 

Dated:  June 23, 1975. 

| FR  Doc.75-17109  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


MIGUEL  DISTRICT  GRAZING  ADVISORY 
BOARD 

Meeting 

This  Notice  of  Meeting  supersedes  the 
Notice  of  Meeting  of  June  12,  1975  for 
the  Miguel  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board. 


The  Miguel  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  will  hold  a  business  meeting  in 
conjunction  with  a  ride  being  hosted 
by  the  Gunnison  Valley  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  on  July  22  and  23,  1975. 
The  meeting  will  be  held  at  7  p.m.,  July 
22,  at  Old  Agency  Work  Center,  Cebolla 
Ranger  District,  Gunnison  National 
Forest.  The  ride  will  commerce  from  Old 
Agency  Work  Center  at  8  a.m.  on  July  22. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  elect 
officers  for  the  Miguel  District  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  and  to  look  at  range 
management  being  practiced  in  this  area. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
Range  Technician  Thomas  Weldon,  101 
North  Uncompahgre,  P.O.  Box  1047, 
Montrose,  Colorado  81401,  telephone 
number  249-3711.  Written  statements 
may  be  filed  with  the  Board  before  or 
after  the  meeting. 

Dated:  June  23,  1975. 

Jimmy  R.  Wilkins, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

[FR  Doc.75-17108  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


OZONE  UNIT  PLAN 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
'969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Ozone  Unit 
Plan,  Ozark  National  Forest,  Arkansas, 
USDA-FS-R8-DES  (Adm.)— 75-19. 

The  proposed  action  is  to  manage  the 
Ozone  Unit,  on  the  Pleasant  Hill  and 
Bayou  Ranger  Districts  in  Johnson 
County,  Arkansas,  in  accordance  with 
the  10-year  management  direction  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Unit  Plan.  This  unit  con¬ 
tains  66,417  acres  of  National  Forest 
land.  It  is  proposed  that  this  Unit  be 
managed  for  the  full  range  of  multiple - 
use  benefits  including  water,  wildlife, 
recreation,  range,  minerals  and  timber. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  June  24, 1975. 
Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.  SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  1720  Peachtree  Rd. 

NW.,  Room  804,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

USDA  Forest  Service,  Pleasant  Hill  Ranger 
District,  Clarksville,  AR  72830. 

USDA  Forest  Service,  Bayou  Ranger  District, 
Hector,  AR  72843. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Larry  Henson,  Ozark-St.  Francis 
National  Forests,  P.O.  Box  1008,  Russell¬ 
ville,  AR  72801. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public, 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce  en¬ 
vironmental  standards,  and  from  Federal 
agencies  having  jurisdiction  by  law  or 
special  expertise  with  respect  to  any  en- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  127— TUESDAY,  JULY  1,  1975 


NOTICES 


27709 


vtronmental  impact  involved  for  which 
comments  have  not  been  requested 
specifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Forest 
Supervisor  Larry  Henson,  Ozark-St. 
Francis  National  Forests,  P.O.  Box  1008, 
Russellville,  AR  72801.  Comments  must 
be  received  by  August  23, 1975  in  order  to 
be  considered  in  the  preparation  of  the 
final  environmental  statement. 

Edward  G.  Ellenberg, 

Acting  Regional 
Environmental  Coordinator. 

[FR  Doc.76-17111  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


TCHOUTACABOUFFA  UNIT  PLAN 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Tchoutaca- 
bouffa  Unit  Plan,  DeSoto  National  For¬ 
est,  Jackson,  MS,  USDA-FS-R8-FES 
(ADM.)  75-15. 

The  proposed  action  is  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  a  management  plan  for  the 
Tchoutacabouffa  Unit,  Biloxi  Ranger 
District,  DeSoto  National  Forest  in  Har¬ 
rison,  Jackson  and  Stone  Counties, 
Mississippi.  The  Unit  contains  40,163 
acres  of  National  Forest  land  which  is 
currently  managed  under  the  concept  of 
multiple  use.  The  Unit  Plan  contains 
management  direction  for  all  activities 
within  the  Unit  and  replaces  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Multiple  Use  Plan  pertaining 
to  the  Unit. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  June  23,  1975. 
Copies  are  available  for  inspection  during 
regular  working  hours  at  the  following 
locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 

Bldg.,  Rm.  3230,  12th  St.  and  Independence 

Ave.  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  1720  Peachtree  Rd. 

NW.,  Rm.  804,  Atlanta,  OA  30309. 

Biloxi  Ranger  District,  Rt.  1,  Box  62,  Mc¬ 
Henry,  MS  39561. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 


visor  Leon  Cambre,  National  Forests  in 
Mississippi,  Box  1291,  Jackson,  MS  39205. 

Dated:  June  23, 1975. 

David  F.  Jolly, 

Regional  Environmental  Coordinator. 

[FR  Doc.75-17110  Filed  6-30-75:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

EXPORT  MONITORING  REPORT  FOR 
FERTILIZERS,  MARCH  1975 

U.S.  Exports  of  Nitrogenous  Fertilizers  Fall, 
While  Phosphatic  Exports  Post  Sharp  Rise 

(The  following  information  is  dissemi¬ 
nated  pursuant  to  section  4(c)  (2)  of  the 
Export  Administration  Act  of  1969,  as 
amended  and  extended  by  the  Equal  Ex¬ 
port  Opportunity  Act  of  1972  and  the 
Export  Administration  Amendments  of 
1974.  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  has 
determined  that  there  is  insufficient  in¬ 
formation  available  to  justify  the  publi¬ 
cation  of  weekly  reports  of  data  collected 
under  the  fertilizer  monitoring  program 
and  that,  consequently,  reports  shall  be 
published  monthly.) 

The  United  States  was  a  net  exporter 
of  nitrogenous  and  phosphatic  fertilizers 
in  the  first  three  quarters  of  the  1975 
crop  year  (which  ended  March  31, 1975). 

However,  net  exports  of  nitrogenous 
fertilizer  fell  to  about  52,000  content  tons 
in  the  period  from  354,000  content  tons 
in  the  same  period  a  year  earlier. 

In  contrast,  net  exports  of  phosphatic 
fertilizer  rose  to  1,141,000  tons  in  the  first 
three  quarters  of  crop  year  1975  from 
1,015,000  tons  in  the  same  period  of  crop 
year  1974. 

The  Department  noted  that  the  sharp 
.declines  expected  in  U.S.  exports  of  ni¬ 
trogenous  and  phosphatic  fertilizers  have 
not  occurred.  A  decline  in  domestic  de¬ 
mand — stemming  from  high  prices,  fall¬ 
ing  markets  for  U.S.  farm  products,  and 
bad  weather  that  prevented  application 
of  fertilizer  to  farm  acreage — has  in¬ 
creased  export  availabilities. 

U.S.  exports  of  nitrogenous  fertilizer 
totaled  846,000  content  tons  in  July  1974- 
March  1975  while  imports  in  the  same 
period  were  794,000  content  tons.  U.S.  ex¬ 


ports  were  1,068,000  content  tons  in  July 
1973-March  1974  while  imports  were 
714,000  content  tons. 

Export  contracts  for  nitrogenous  fer¬ 
tilizer  reported  to  the  Department’s  Of¬ 
fice  of  Export  Administration  for  April- 
June  1975  listed  a  total  of  165,000  con¬ 
tent  tons,  which  would  bring  exports  for 
the  1975  crop  year  to  1,011,451  tonS  com¬ 
pared  with  1,184,000  tons  in  the  1974  crop 
year. 

U.S.  exports  of  phosphatic  fertilizer, 
July  1974  to  March  1975,  were  1,345,382 
compared  with  1,218,083  tons  a  year  ear¬ 
lier.  Imports  were  182,659  tons  in  the 
first  three  quarters  of  CY  1975  compared 
with  203,489  tons  in  the  first  three  quar¬ 
ters  of  CY  1974. 

In  January-March  1975,  exports  of 
fertilizer  materials  were  in  the  main  des¬ 
tined  for  developing  countries:  96  per¬ 
cent  of  the  ammonium  nitrate  was  des¬ 
tined  for  developing  countries.  Ninety 
three  percent  of  the  ammonium  sulfate, 
72  percent  of  the  phosphoric  acid,  91  per¬ 
cent  of  the  triple  superphosphate  and  88 
percent  of  the  ammonium  phosphate  ma¬ 
terials  were  shipped  to  developing  coun¬ 
tries. 

Developed  countries  received  the  larg¬ 
est  share  of  the  phosphate  rock  and 
mixed  fertilizers,  72  and  79  percent 
respectively. 

Domestic  production  of  ammonia  re¬ 
mained  at  1974  levels,  while  inventories 
of  almost  all  fertilizer  materials  were 
higher.  Production  of  phosphoric  acid 
was  almost  13  percent  higher  than  the 
same  period  last  year. 

Prices  of  fertilizer  materials  at  the 
producer  level  have  remained  stable  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  4  to  5  months. 

Tables  on  exports,  imports,  domestic1 
production  and  inventories  follow,  along 
with  a  new  table  of  export  prices  com¬ 
piled  from  the  data  submitted  by  export¬ 
ers  to  the  Office  of  Export  Administra¬ 
tion. 


1  World  supply  and  demand  data  are  not 
available  on  a  monthly  basis.  The  most  re¬ 
cent  data  on  world  supply  and  demand  will 
be  Included  In  the  Semi-Annual  Report  to 
the  Congress  on  operations  under  the  Export 
Administration  Act  covering  the  period  end¬ 
ing  with  the  first  Quarter  1975. 


Table  1. — U.S.  trade  in  nitrogen  and  phosphate  fertilizer  for  crop-years  1974-76  1  trade  and  export  contracts  for  crop-year  1975  1 


[In  content-tons] 


Commodity 


IMPORTS 

N  and  PaOicontent-tons: « 

Nitrogen  fertilizer _ _ 

Phosphate  fertilizer  * . _ _■ 

EXPORTS 

N  and  PjO»  content-tons:  * 

Nitrogen  fertilizer _ 

Phosphate  fertilizer  * . . ....- _ j 


July  to  Decem¬ 
ber  1973 

January  to  June 
1974 

July  to  Decem¬ 
ber  1974 

January  to 
March  1974 

January  to 
March  1975 

Actual, 

April  to  June 
1974 

Contract, 
April  to  June 
1976 

422,648 

636,818 

490,426 

290,996 

303,631 

345,824  . 

129,144 

190,807 

126,727 

74,345 

66,932 

116,461  . 

767,922 

624,097 

609,724 

309,718 

336,604 

214,080 

166,127 

863,640 

649,799 

915,660 

364,643 

429,722 

296,266 

361,036 

1  Crop-years  extend  from  July  to  June.  *  Does  not  Include  phosphate  rock. 

«  N  and  P:0,  content-tons  include  items  not  listed  on  accompanying  tables.  Source:  Bureau  of  CensU3  and  offlce  of  Export  Administration. 
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Table  3. — Fertilizer  imports,  crop-year  1  >7.'f  trade  for  J  uly- March  of  crop-years  l!>7't  7J  1 

[In  short  tons] 


Nitrogenous: 

Anhydrous  ammonia . 

Urea . - . 

Ammonium  nitrate... . 

Ammonium  sulfate . 

Ammonium  nitrate  limestone. 
Fhosphatic: 

Phosphoric  acid . 

(  onoent rated  superphosphate. 
Ammonium  phosphate . . 


r  to 

January  to 

July  to 

January  to 

January  to 

Actual,  April  to 

or  1973 

June  1974 

1  >cccml>et  1974 

March  1974 

March  1975 

June  1974 

146.354 

273. 007 

182, 359 

137.812 

160, 305 

135, 195 

as.  \z> 

339, 894 

377.317 

188. 678 

221,853 

151,210 

107,2.3 

193, 946 

175,267 

78,632 

70.  WH 

115.314 

1.3,  693 

149,368 

108,329 

88,690 

91.387 

60. 678 

10,  two 

198, 776 

134,087 

22 

1,241 

198,754 

61,462 

44,953 

72, 102 

0.  Wl 

36. 991 

34,962 

IK,  154 

56. 773 

28,613 

28,  610 

17.916 

28, 163 

158,271 

238, 486 

105,917 

99, 059 

25,867 

138, 827 

1  Crop-years  extend  from  July  to  June. 

Source:  Bureau  of  Census. 

Exports  and  anticipated  exports,  March  107  d 


Unit  of  measure  and 
commodity  area  of 
destination 


IN  CONTENT-TON'S 

Nitrogen  (N): 

Western  Hemisphere... 

Western  Europe _ _ 

Asia . 

Australia  and  Oceania. 
Africa.. . 


Actual,  Unfilled 

July  1974  to  contracts, 
March  1975  April  to 

June,  1975 


Phosphate  (PrOs): 

Western  Hemisphere... 

Western  Europe . 

Communist  areas  in 

Europe . 

Asia . - 

Australia  and  Oceania. 
Africa _ 


IN  SHORT  TONS 


Ammonia: 

Western  Hemisphere _ 

Western  Europe . 

Asia . ... 

Australia  and  Oceania.. 

Africa . . 

Percent  exported  to  de¬ 
veloping  countries  in 
1975 . 


Urea: 

Western  Hemisphere _ 

Western  Europe . 

Asia . - 

Percent  exported  to  de¬ 
veloping  countries  in 
1975 . 


amonium  nitrate: 

Western  Hemisphere.... 

Asia . . 

Australia  and  Oceania.. 

Africa . . 

Percent  exported  to  de¬ 
veloping  countries  in 
1975 . 


imonium  sulfate: 

Western  Hemisphere _ 

Western  Europe.. . . 

Asia . . 

Australia  and  Oceania. . 

Africa _ 

Percent  exported  to  de¬ 
veloping  countries  in 
1975 . 


Phosphoric  acid: 

Western  Hemisphere.... 
Western  Europe _ - 


Australia  and  Oceania.. 

Africa . i 

Percent  exported  to  de¬ 
veloping  countries  in 

1975 . ; 


215,653  35, 5.-0 

41,344  . 

966  . 

40 . 

17,511 . 


Unit  of  measure  and 
commodity  area  of 
destination 

Actual, 
July  1974  to 
March  1975 

L  nfillcd 
contracts, 
April  to 

June,  1975 

Phosphate  rock  (in  thou¬ 
sands,: 

Western  Hemisphere 

3, 785 

1,240 

Western  Europe.. 

*>43 

1,030 

Communist  ureas  in 
Euroiie. . 

251 

116 

Asia . . 

3.  191 

1,233 

Percent  exported  to  de¬ 
veloping  countries 

28 

Triple  superphosphate: 
Western  Hemisphere  . 

165.  91 1 

10.5, 987 

Western  Eur»|ie _ 

57,  536 

67,914 

Communist  areas  in 
Europe. 

53.057 

35, 839 

Asia _  _ 

307, 176 

61, 929 

Percent  exported  to  de¬ 
veloping  countries  in 
1975 _  _ 

91 

Unit  of  measure  and 
commodity  area  of 
destination 


Actual. 
July  1974  to 
March  1970 


Unfilled 

contracts. 

April  to 
June.  197" 


Ilium  moniuiii  phosphate 
and  other  ammonium 
phosphates: 

Western  Hemisphere 
Western  Euroite . . 

Asia . 

Australia  and  Oceania 

Africa  . 

Percent  c\|K>rled  to  de¬ 
veloping  countries  ill 
1975 

Mixed  fe: tiliru-i : 

Western  lleniisplierf 
Western  Euripe  . 
Communist  areas  in 

Eino|s-.  . 

Asia 

Australia  and  Oceania  . 

Africa  .  . .  .. 

Percent  ex | noted  to  de¬ 
veloping  countries  in 
1975 . 


607,376 

138.213 

870, 921 

27, 780 

146,0-4 
36,607 
207. 789 

21,051 

88  .  . . 

. . . 

278. 163 

1,(M3 

t 

23,  263 

426  ... 

11 

21  ... 

65, 632 

i 

Fertilizer  production,  crop-years  107 3-7.)  *,  July-Fehrnary,  crop-years  107 /t-l  5  1 
[Short  tons  in  thousands] 

Percent  July  1973  to  July  1974  to  Percent 

nnio  hly  July  1972  to  July  1973  to  change,  February  February  change. 

June  1973  Junel974  1974  from  1971  1975  1975  from 

1973  1974 


Nitrogenous 

Anhydrous  ammonia  . 

1 1  rea.  . 

Ammonium  nitrate  * . 

Ammonium  sulfate . . 

Phosphalic: 

Phosphoric  acid  1 _ 

Concentrated  superphos- 

phale  * _ 

Ammonium  phosphate  * _ 


1  Crop-years  extend  from  July  to  June. 

*  Includes  coke  oven  byproduct. 

*  !UU  percent  A  PA. 

*  Gross  weight. 

Source:  Bureau  of  Census. 


15,059 

15,781 

4.8 

10. 171 

10. 154 

-0. 2 

3,427 

3,543 

3.4 

2. 286 

NA 

NA 

6, 764 

7, 191 

6.5 

4,591 

5,011 

9.  1 

2,386 

2,634 

10.4 

1,869 

NA 

NA 

6,524 

6,670 

2.2 

4,317 

4,864 

12.7 

1,673 

1.705 

1.9 

1, 135 

1,105 

-2.6 

6,739 

6.746 

.1 

4,351 

4,446 

2.  2 

Table  6.-  Producers  inventories  of  fertilizer  materials 

(In  short  tons] 


Commodity 

June 

1973 

June 

1974 

January 

1974 

January 

1975 

February 

1974 

F’ebruary 

1975 

Anhydrous  ammonia . 

622,318 

615, 376 

879, 145 

1, 327.  265 

1,116,823 

1,521,631 

Urea... . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Ammonium  nitrate . 

90,811 

90,  491 

498, 011 

272,236 

427, 721 

213,  484 

Ammonium  sulfate . . 

101.. 508 

153,496 

184,000 

163,614 

226, 754 

NA 

Phosphoric  acid . . 

88,150 

133.313 

86,180 

176, 942 

126, 077 

166,034 

Concentrated  superphosphate.. 

103,960 

95,  016 

112,  787 

163,  670 

111,278 

171,  089 

Ammonium  phosphate  . . 

135,048 

95,773 

109,960 

131, 275 

106,243 

137, 693 

Source:  Bureau  of  Census. 
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Table  7. — Export  prices  of  selected 
fertilizer  products,  February  1975 

[Dolton  per  ton] 


Product  Low  High  Weighted 

average 


Phosphate  rock: 

Shipments . . 

Remaining  contracts. .. 
Ammonia: 

Shipments . 

Remaining  contracts. .. 
Urea: 

Shipments . . 

Remaining  contracts... 
Triple  superphosphate: 

Shipments . 

Remaining  contracts... 
Diammonium  phosphate: 

Shipments... . 

Remaining  contracts...; 


22 

57 

37 

25 

56 

39 

291 

429 

423 

155 

363 

241 

252 

350 

303 

103 

352 

305 

127 

328 

246 

113 

373 

230 

165 

427 

303 

136 

445 

310 

Source:  Office  of  Export  Administration,  Department 
of  Commerce. 


Table  8. — Producers  prices  of  fertilizer  materials 

[Dollars  per  ton] 


Commodity 

Oct.  24,  1973 

(1) 

Oct.  21, 1974 

(2) 

April  7,  1975 

(3) 

Percent  change, 
Oct.  24,  1973,  to 
May  5, 1975 

(4) 

Anhydrous  ammonia.——.—;— . 

...  65 

160 

210 

228 

Urea..—— _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Tl 

175 

175 

143 

Ammonium  nitrate..... . 

62 

115 

115 

85 

Phosphoric  acid.... . . . . 

78 

157 

173 

122 

Phosphate  rock . . . aaaats. 

7 

25 

25 

257 

Concentrated  superphosphate — : . 

55 

140 

140 

155 

Ammonium  phosphate _ . 

___■  75 

•  165 

165 

120 

Source:  Price  col.  1— Cost  of  Living  Council.  Cols.  2  and  3— Chemical  Marketing  Reporter  (high  quote). 


Donald  E.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Domestic  &  International  Business. 

[PR  Doc.75-16831  Piled  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


NUMERICALLY  CONTROLLED  MACHINE 

TOOL  TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMIT¬ 
TED  , 

Partially  Closed  Meeting 

The  meeting  of  the  Numerically  Con¬ 
trolled  Machine  Tool  Technical  Advisory 
Committee,  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
July  15,  1975,  at  9:30  a.m.  in  Room  1851 
has  been  changed  to  Room  4830  of  the 
Main  Commerce  Building,  14th  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
The  agenda  and  other  information  re¬ 
lating  to  the  committee,  as  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  40  FR  24948,  on 
Wednesday,  June  11,  1975,  remains 
unchanged. 

Date:  June  26, 1975. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 
Director,  Office  of  Export  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Bureau  of  East- 
West  Trade,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce. 

[PR  Doc.75-17150  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

NATIONAL  ACADEMY  FOR  FIRE  PREVEN¬ 
TION  AND  CONTROL  SITE  SELECTION 
BOARD 

Notice  of  Establishment 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 

FEDERAL 


U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp.  II,  1972))  and  as 
authorized  by  Sec.  7  (g)  Federal  Fire  Pre¬ 
vention  and  Control  Act  of  1974  (15 
U.S.C.  101  et  seq.,  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  will  establish  the  National  Acad¬ 
emy  for  Fire  Prevention  and  Control 
Site  Selection  Board. 

The  Committee  will  advise  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  through  the  Administrator,  Na¬ 
tional  Fire  Prevention  and  Control  Ad¬ 
ministration,  as  to  the  site  upon  which 
the  National  Academy  should  be  located. 
The  Site  Selection  Board  shall  survey 
the  most  suitable  sites  for  the  location 
of  the  Academy  after  giving  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  training  and  facility  needs  of 
the  Academy,  environmental  effects,  the 
possibility  of  using  a  surplus  Govern¬ 
ment  facility,  and  such  other  factors  as 
are  deemed  important  and  relevant. 

The  Committee  will  consist  of  three 
members,  the  Academy  Superintendent 
and  one  member  each  from  the  fire  serv¬ 
ices  and  academic  communities  in  order 
to  insure  a  balanced  representation  of 
interests  on  the  Committee. 

The  Committee  will  function  solely  as 
an  advisory  body,  and  in  compliance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act.  Its  charter  will  be  filed 
under  the  Act,  on  or  before  July  16, 1975. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  regarding  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Academy  for  Fire 
Prevention  and  Control  Site  Selection 
Board.  Such  comments,  as  well  as  any 
inquiries,  may  be  addressed  to  the  Ad- 
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ministrator.  National  Fire  Prevention 
and  Control  Administration,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Dated:  June  19,  1975. 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-17101  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
[Docket  No.  D-75-338 ] 

ADMINISTRATOR  OF  THE  FEDERAL 
DISASTER  ASSISTANCE  ADMINISTRATION 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me 
to  exercise  certain  of  the  powers  and 
authorities  of  the  President  with  respect 
to  Federal  disaster  assistance  pursuant 
to  section  1  of  the  Executive  Order  en¬ 
titled,  “Delegating  Disaster  Relief  Func¬ 
tions  Pursuant  to  the  Disaster  Relief  Act 
of  1974”  (E.O.  11795,  30  FR  25939,  dated 
July  11,  1974),  I  hereby  delegate  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Federal  Disaster  As¬ 
sistance  Administration  certain  of  the 
authorities,  functions  and  powers 
granted  by  section  202  of  the  Disaster 
Relief  Act  of  1974  (hereinafter,  “the 
Act,”  88  stat.  143,  42  U.S.C.  5121  Note* 
with  respect  to  disaster  warnings,  to  wit : 

1.  The  authority  to  insure  that  all  appro¬ 
priate  Federal  agencies  are  prepared  to  issue 
warnings  of  disasters  to  State  and  local 
officials; 

2.  The  authority  to  provide  general  policy 
guidance  and  coordination  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  with  respect 
to  their  Delegations  of  Authority  from  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
concerning  disaster  warnings  pursuant  to 
section  202  of  the  Act; 

3.  The  authority  contained  in  section  202 
(b)  of  the  Act  to  direct  appropriate  Federal 
agencies  to  provide  technical  assistance  to 
State  and  local  governments  to  Insure  that 
timely  and  effective  disaster  warning  is 
provided; 

4.  The  authority  to  issue  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  may  be  necessary  and  appro¬ 
priate  to  effectuate  this  delegation;  and 

5.  The  authority  contained  in  Section 
202(d)  of  the  Act  to  approve  agreements  to 
be  entered  into  between  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  or  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  (pursuant  to  their 
above-mentioned  Delegations  of  Authority 
for  Disaster  Warnings)  and  the  officers  or 
agents  of  any  private  or  commercial  com¬ 
munications  systems  who  volunteer  the  use 
of  their  systems  on  a  reimbursable  basis  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  warning  to  govern¬ 
mental  authorities  and  the  civilian  popula¬ 
tion  endangered  by  disasters. 

Authority  :  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974,  42 
U.S.C.  6121  Note;  Section  7(d)  Department 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Act,  42  U.S.C.  3635(d);  Executive 
Order  11795,  signed  July  11,  1974,  39  FR 
25939. 

Effective  Date:  This  delegation  shall 
be  effective  July  1,  1975. 

Carla  A.  Hills, 
Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

-  [FR  Doc.75-17084  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  D-75-3401 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR  HOUSING 
MANAGEMENT 

Redelegation  of  Authority  Delegated  by  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  General  Services  With  Re¬ 
spect  to  Representation  Before  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission 

Section  A.  Authority  redelegated.  The 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing  Man¬ 
agement  is  authorized  to  exercise  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  by  the 
Administrator  of  General  Services  to  rep¬ 
resent  the  consumer  interests  of  the 
executive  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  before  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  involving  an  application  for 
Motor  Carrier  Permanent  Authority  in 
order  to  assure  adequate  transport  capa¬ 
bility  in  connection  with  disaster  relief 
activities.  This  redelegation  is  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  General  Services  by  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as 
amended,  particularly  sections  201(a)  (4) 
and  205(d)  (40  U.S.C.  481(a)(4)  and 
486(d)).  This  authority  may  only  be 
exercised  pursuant  to  the  issuance  of  a 
later  specific  delegation  of  authority 
from  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services. 

Sec.  B.  Authority  to  Redelegate.  The 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing  Man¬ 
agement  is  authorized  to  redelegate  to 
employees  of  the  Department  the  author¬ 
ity  set  forth  in  section  A. 

(Sec.  7(d)  Department  of  HUD  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
3535(d) )  and  specific  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  of  General  Services) 

Effective  date.  This  redelegation  of  au¬ 
thority  is  effective  as  of  June  25, 1975. 

Carla  A.  Hills, 
Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 
[FR  Doc.75-17105  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  D-75-341] 

DIRECTOR,  EMERGENCY  PREPAREDNESS 
STAFF 

Redelegation  of  Authority  Delegated  by  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  General  Services  With  Re¬ 
spect  to  Representation  Before  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission 

Authority  redelegated.  The  Director, 
Emergency  Preparedness  Staff,  or  his 
designee,  is  authorized  to  exercise  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  by  the 
Administrator  of  General  Services  to 
represent  the  consumer  interests  of  the 
executive  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  before  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  involving  an  application  for 
Motor  Carrier  Permanent  Authority  in 
order  to  assure  adequate  transport  capa¬ 
bility  in  connection  with  disaster  relief 
activities.  This  redelegation  is  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  General  Services  by  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as 


amended,  particularly  sections  201(a)  (4)‘ 
and  205(d)  (40  U.S.C.  481(4)  (a)  and 
486(d) ).  This  authority  may  only  be  ex¬ 
ercised  pursuant  to  the  issuance  of  a  later 
specific  delegation  of  authority  from  the 
Administrator  of  General  Services.  (Sec¬ 
retary’s  Redelegation  With  Respect  to 
Disaster  Relief  activities  being  published 
concurrently  herewith) 

Effective  date.  This  redelegation  of  au¬ 
thority  is  effective  as  of  June  25,  1975. 

H.  R.  Crawford, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing  Management. 
[FR  Doc.75-17106  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

FIRESTONE  500  STEEL  BELT  TIRES 
Rescheduling  of  Public  Proceeding 

Pursuant  to  section  152  of  the  National 
Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  of 
1966  as  amended  (Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat. 
1470;  October  27,  1974),  15  U.S.C.  1412, 
the  Associate  Administrator,  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Programs,  has  made  an  initial  de¬ 
termination  that  a  noncompliance  with 
an  applicable  Federal  motor  vehicle 
safety  standard  exists  with  respect  to  the 
Firestone  500  Steel  Belt  Tires. 

A  public  meeting  initially  set  for  June 
12,  1975  (40  FR  20982),  May  14,  1975) 
was  rescheduled  for  July  2,  1975  (40  FR 
25502,  June  10,  1975).  That  public  meet¬ 
ing  again  has  been  rescheduled  at  the 
request  of  Firestone  Tire  and  Rubber 
Company  and  will  be  held  at  10:00  a.m., 
July  10,  1975,  in  Room  3200,  Department 
of  Transportation  Building,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  At 
that  meeting.  Firestone  will  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  present  data,  views  and 
arguments  to  establish  that  there  is  no 
failure  to  comply  in  the  Steel  Belt  500 
tires. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  through  written  or  oral  pres¬ 
entations.  Persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
presentations  are  requested  to  notify 
Mrs.  Gail  Willis,  Office  of  Standards  En¬ 
forcement,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590.  Telephone  (202)  426-2832, 
before  the  close  of  business  (4:15  p.m.) 
on  July  8, 1975. 

The  agency’s  investigative  file  in  this 
matter  is  available  for  public  inspection 
during  working  hours  (7:45  a.m.-4:15 
p.m.)  in  the  Technical  Reference  Divi¬ 
sion,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

(Sec.  152,  Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15 
U.S.C.  1412);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.51  and  49  CFR  501.8.) 

Issued  on  June  27, 1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.75-17239  Filed  6-27-75;2:67  pm] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  28001;  Order  75-6-126] 

AMERICAN  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  of  Suspension  and  Investigation  Re¬ 
garding  Surcharges  Per  Shipment  of  Re¬ 
stricted  Articles 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
26th  day  of  June  1975. 

By  tariff  revision 1  filed  May  28  and 
marked  to  become  effective  June  27, 1975, 
American  Airlines,  Inc.  (American)  pro¬ 
poses  to  establish  a  $3.25  surcharge  per 
shipment  of  restricted  articles  as  defined 
in  the  Restricted  Articles  Tariff,  C.A.B. 
No.  82. 

American  asserts,  inter  alia,  that  (1) 
the  surcharge  is  intended  to  offset  in 
part  the  additional  manpower  costs  in¬ 
volved  in  processing  such  shipments; 
(2)  based  on  a  recent  company  study, 
the  additional  labor  burden  in  handling 
these  shipments  over  regular  bulk  freight 
is  44.58  man-minutes  at  a  cost  of  $7.94 
per  shipment;  (3)  the  surcharge  pro¬ 
posed  is  held  to  $3.25  so  as  not  to  exceed 
competition;  and  (4)  the  estimated  an¬ 
nual  revenue  impact  of  the  filing  is 
$28,000,  which  will  be  below  estimated 
costs  by  $40,500,  excluding  training  and 
materials  costs. 

A  complaint  requesting  suspension  and 
investigation  was  filed  against  the  pro¬ 
posal  by  Shulman  Air  Freight,  Inc. 
(Shulman).  The  complainant  contends, 
inter  aha,  that  (1)  a  great  many  com¬ 
modities  commonly  moving  in  air  trans¬ 
portation  would  be  subject  to  this  sur¬ 
charge;  (2)  no  comparable  surcharge 
level  was  found  as  a  result  of  Shulman’s 
survey  of  various  motor  and  ocean  freight 
tariffs;  (3)  the  $3.25  surcharge  would 
represent  13  percent  of  Shulman’s  cur¬ 
rent  door-to-door  charge  for  a  typical 
radioactive  restricted-articles  shipment, 
resulting  in  cost  increases  to  the  shipper 
rising  at  a  disproportionate  rate;  and 
(4)  the  proposal  is  not  sufficiently  sup¬ 
ported.1 

Upon  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters,  the  Board  finds  that  American’s 
proposal  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unjustly  discriminatory,  unduly  prefer¬ 
ential,  unduly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise 
unlawful,  and  should  be  investigated. 
The  Board  further  concludes  that  the 
proposal  should  be  suspended  pending 
investigation. 

The  Board  has  noted  the  study  pre¬ 
sented  by  American  in  support  of  its 
proposal,  showing  the  number  of  addi¬ 
tional  man-minutes  required  for  each 
restricted-articles  shipment,  the  labor 


1  Revision  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishing  Com¬ 
pany,  Agent,  Tariff  CA.B.  No.  96. 

*  By  motion  received  June  23,  American  re¬ 
quested  leave  to  file  an  otherwise  unauthor¬ 
ized  document,  specifically,  a  late-filed  an¬ 
swer  to  the  Shulman  complaint.  The  Board 
has  considered  the  motion  and  cannot  find 
that  the  circumstances  set  forth  therein 
justify  the  delay.  * 
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cost  per  man-minute  by  type  of  employee, 
over  a  month’s  period  which  arrives  at 
a  total  of  $7,936  in  additional  costs  per 
shipment.  The  carrier  asserts,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  that  fleet  service  clerks  at  the 
ramps  spend  an  average  of  12.25  minutes 
•  at  $.10  per  minute)  on  each  shipment, 
totaling  $1,225  of  additional  cost  per 
shipment.  American  has  furnished,  how¬ 
ever,  no  information  as  to  how  these 
figures  were  derived,  what  time  period 
was  involved,  or  to  what  extent  the 
sample  adequately  covers  its  system.  The 
figures  are  presented  on  a  per -shipment 
basis  with  no  explanation  of  the  basic 
data  and  assumptions  used,  the  method 
of  sampling,  the  services  provided  by  the 
employees  listed,  or  any  justification  of 
the  labor-cost-plus  benefits  rates  com¬ 
puted  per  man-minute.  Consequently,  we 
do  not  believe  that  American’s  proposal 
has  been  adequately  justified. 

The  suspension  action  ordered  herein 
is  consistent  with  the  Board’s  action  on 
the  identical  surcharge  of  $3.25  proposed 
by  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.  in  Order 
75-5-103,  dated  May  27,  1975,  and  in 
previous  orders  cited  therein. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a,  403,  404,  and  1002 
thereof : 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  is  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  provision  reading 
“(Applicable  to  AA  only)  ”  in  Rule  No.  51 
and  the  charge  and  provisions  in  Rule 
No.  51(c)  on  10th  Revised  Page  18-C  of 
Airline  Tariff  Publishing  Company. 
Agent,  tariff  C.A.B.  No.  96,  and  rules, 
regulations,  and  practices  affecting  such 
provisions,  are  or  will  be  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  un¬ 
duly  preferential,  or  otherwise  unlawful, 
and,  if  found  to  be  unlawful,  to  determine 
and  prescribe  the  lawful  provisions,  and 
rules,  regulations  or  practices  affect¬ 
ing  such  provisions; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by 
the  Board,  the  provision  reading  “(Ap¬ 
plicable  to  AA  only) "  in  Rule  No.  51  and 
the  charge  and  provisions  in  Rule  No. 
51(c)  on  10th  Revised  Page  18-C  of  Air¬ 
line  Tariff  Publishing  Company,  Agent, 
tariff  C.A.B.  No.  96,  are  suspended  and 
their  use  deferred  to  and  including 
September  24,  1975,  unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  the  Board,  and  that  no 
changes  be  made  therein  during  the 
period  of  suspension  except  by  order  or 
special  permission  of  the  Board; 

3.  The  proceeding  herein  designated 
Docket  28001,  be  assigned  to  hearing 
before  an  Administrative  Law  Judge  of 
the  Board  at  a  time  and  place  hereafter 
to  be  designated ; 

4.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
the  complaint  of  Shulman  Air  Freight, 
Inc.  in  Docket  27921  is  dismissed. 

5.  The  motion  of  American  Airlines, 
Inc.  to  file  an  unauthorized  document  is 
denied;  and 

6.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  filed 
with  the  tariff  and  served  upon  American 
Airlines,  Inc.  and  Shulman  Air 
Freight,  Inc.,  which  are  hereby  made 
parties  to  Docket  28001. 


This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal!  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-17148  Piled  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  27738] 

AVIACION  Y  COMERCIO 

Prehearing  Conference  and  Hearing  Re¬ 
garding  Foreign  Charter  Permit  Renewal 

(Spain-U.S.) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  this  proceeding 
is  assigned  to  be  held  on  July  14,  1975, 
at  10:00  a.m.  (local  time),  in  Room  503, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before 
Administrative  Law  Judge  Richard  M. 
Hartsock. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  hearing 
may  be  held  immediately  following  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  prehearing  conference  un¬ 
less  a  person  objects  or  shows  reason  for 
postponement  on  or  before  July  3,  1975. 

Ordinary  transcript  will  be  adequate 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  25, 
1975. 

[sealI  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.75-17146  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  27990] 

CHICAGO-NEW  ORLEANS  NONSTOP 
ROUTE  PROCEEDING 

Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  Au¬ 
gust  26,  1975,  at  10  a.m.  (local  time), 
in  Room  911,  Universal  Building,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C„  before  Administrative  Law  Judge 
William  H.  Dapper. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed 
to  submit  one  copy  to  each  party  and 
four  copies  to  the  Judge  of  (1)  pro¬ 
posed  statements  of  issues;  (2)  proposed 
stipulations:  (3)  requests  for  informa¬ 
tion;  (4)  statement  of  positions  of  par¬ 
ties;  and  (5)  proposed  procedural  dates. 
The  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights  will 
circulate  its  material  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975,  and  the  other  parties  on  or 
before  August  15,  1975.  The  submissions 
of  the  other  parties  shall  be  limited  to 
points  on  which  they  differ  with  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights  and  shall  fol¬ 
low  the  numbering  and  lettering  used 
by  the  Bureau  to  facilitate  cross- 
referencing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  25, 
1975. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge, 

[FR  Doc.76-17147  Ftled  6-90-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  28004,  26755,  26881;  Order 
75-6-131] 

CONTINENTAL  AIR  LINES,  INC.  ET  AL. 

Order  Instituting  Investigation  and  Termi¬ 
nating  Show  Cause  Proceedings  Regard¬ 
ing  Youth,  Student  Standby  and  Family 

Fares 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  26th  day  of  June  1975. 

By  Order  74-11-147,  November  27, 
1974,  the  Board  dismissed  a  joint  peti¬ 
tion  filed  October  3,  1974,  by  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  American  Samoa  and  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  Territorial  Affairs,  Department 
of  the  Interior,  requesting  that  the  Board 
reconsider  its  decision  in  Order  74-9-43, 
September  13,  1974,  to  permit  Pan 
American  World  Airways,  Inc.  (Pan 
American)  to  increase  its  fares  to  Pago 
Pago,  American  Samoa.  The  United- 
States  and  the  Government  of  American 
Samoa  have  filed  a  petition  for  judicial 
review  of  the  Board’s  order  in  the  U.S. 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  Circuit  and  have  filed  a  brief  in 
the  matter.  Upon  further  consideration 
of  the  various  pleadings  before  the  Board 
and  the  Court,  the  Board  has  decided  to 
institute  an  investigation  of  overseas  air 
transportation  fares  to  American  Samoa. 

By  Orders  74-5-145  and  74-7-80,  the 
Board  tentatively  concluded  that  stu¬ 
dent,  youth,  and  family  fares  published 
by  Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc.  (Con¬ 
tinental)  ,  Pan  American,  and  Trans 
World  Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA)  between 
American  Samoa,  Guam,  the  Trust  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  the  Pacific  and  points  in  the  50 
states  may  be  unjustly  discriminatory, 
particularly  in  light  of  the  Board’s  de¬ 
cision  in  Phase  5  of  the  “Domestic  Pas¬ 
senger-Fare  Investigation,”  and  directed 
the  carriers  to  show  cause  why  these 
fares  should  not  be  canceled.  All  youth 
fares  were  subsequently  cancelled  by  the 
carriers  and  only  Continental  now  pub¬ 
lishes  student  fares,  which  are  limited  to 
service  between  Guam  and  the  Trust 
Territory,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Hawaii, 
on  the  other  hand.  Only  those  family 
fares  applicable  between  U.S.  west  coast 
points  and  Micronesia  were  canceled 
subsequent  to  the  show  cause  order. 

Effective  July  15,  1975,  Pan  American 
proposes  to  reestablish  youth  standby 
fares  in  the  mainland/Hawaii-Guam 
and  Pago  Pago  markets  at  a  one-third 
discount  from  the  normal  coach  fare. 
Pan  American  alleges  that  its  proposal 
is  justified  by  the  geographic  isolation 
and  dependence  upon  air  transportation 
of  these  two  Pacific  points  and  is  also 
required  for  competitive  reasons.1  The 
carrier  also  alleges  that  the  lack  of  sur¬ 
face  transportation  makes  the  Guam 
and  Pago  Pago  situation  analogous  to  the 
North  Atlantic  where  the  Board  has  per¬ 
mitted  reestablishment  of  youth  fares. 
Pan  American  believes  the  fares  will  be 


1  Although  Continental's  service  is  a  5-stop 
flight.  Pan  American  alleges  that  It  Is  a  diver¬ 
sionary  threat,  and  that  the  absence  of  such 
a  fare  has  cast  Pan  American  as  hostile  to 
students. 
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40  percent  generative  and  result  in  an 
incremental  profit  of  slightly  over  $100,- 
000  annually.  The  fares  are  marked  to 
expire  December  31, 1976. 

Effective  July  6, 1975,  Continental  pro¬ 
poses  to  add  family  fares  between  Guam 
and  mainland/Hawaii  to  match  existing 
family  fares  of  Pan  American.  The  dis¬ 
count  is  50  percent  for  the  spouse  and 
accompanying  children  12  through  21 
years  of  age.  The  fare  for  children  2 
through  11  years  is  25  percent  of  the  full 
fare.1 

Upon  consideration  of  the  responses 
to  Shaw  Cause  Orders  74-5-145  and  74- 
7-80,  the  current  youth  and  family  fare 
proposals,  and  all  other  relevant  data, 
the  Board  concludes  that  it  should  ter¬ 
minate  the  earlier  show  cause  proceed¬ 
ings  and  in  lieu  thereof  institute  an  in¬ 
vestigation  of  both  existing  and  proposed 
family  and  youth  fares.  We  will  not, 
however,  suspend  the  recently  filed  fam¬ 
ily  and  youth  fare  proposals  since  they 
essentially  match  existing  fares  of  this 
type. 

Accordingly,  upon  consideration  of  the 
foregoing,  and  all  other  relevant  mat¬ 
ters: 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  An  investigation  of  Pacific  overseas 
fares,  Docket  28004  be  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  (1)  the  fares  between 
the  United  States  mainland  and  Hawaii, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  Pago  Pago,  Amer¬ 
ican  Samoa,  on  the  other,  and  (2)  youth, 
student,  and  family  fares  between  the 
United  States  mainland  and  Hawaii,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  Pago  Pago,  American 
Samoa,  Guam,  and  the  Pacific  Trust 
Territories,  on  the  other,  and  rules,  reg¬ 
ulations,  or  practices  affecting  such  fares, 
and  revisions  and  reissues  thereof,  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unjustly  discrim¬ 
inatory,  unduly  preferential,  unduly 
prejudicial  or  otherwise  unlawful,  and, 
if  found  to  be  unlawful,  to  determine 
and  prescribe  the  lawful  maximum  or 
minimum,  or  maximum  and  minimum 
fares,  and  rules,  regulations,  and  prac¬ 
tices  affecting  such  fares  and  provisions; 

2.  The  investigation  ordered  herein  be 
assigned  before  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge  of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place 
hereafter  to  be  designated ; 

3.  The  show  cause  proceedings  in  Dock¬ 
ets  26755  and  26881  be  and  hereby  are 
terminated; 

4.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
the  complaints  of  Northwest  Airlines, 
Inc.  in  Dockets  27941  and  27987  are 
hereby  dismissed ;  and 

5.  This  order  be  served  upon  Continen¬ 
tal  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Northwest  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc., 
the  Legislature  of  American  Samoa,  and 
the  Director  of  Territorial  Affairs,  De- 


•  Northwest  AirUnes,  Inc.  (Northwest)  has 
complained  against  Pan  American’s  youth 
fare  proposal  and  Continental's  family  fare 
proposal,  alleging  that  they  are  contrary  to 
the  Board’s  findings  in  Phase  5  of  the  DPFI. 
It  further  alleges  that  the  carriers  providing 
family  fares  have  not  provided  justification 
for  continuation  of  these  fares  as  required 
by  the  Board’s  show  cause  order  (74-7-80)# 
issued  July  18,  1974. 


partment  of  the  Interior,  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  of  American  Samoa, 
which  are  hereby  made  parties  to  this 
investigation,  and  Trans  World  Airlines, 
Inc. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-17149  Piled  6-30-75,8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  27628] 

SOCIETA  AEREA  MEDITERRANEA-SAM 
S.P.A. 

Prehearing  Conference  and  Hearing  Re¬ 
garding  Foreign  Charter  Permit  Renewal 

(Italy-U.S.) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  this  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  July  15,  1975,  at 
10:00  a.m.  (local  time),  in  Room  503, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before 
Administrative  Law  Judge  Dee  C.  Blythe. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  hearing 
may  be  held  immediately  following  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  prehearing  conference  un¬ 
less  a  person  objects  or  shows  reason  for 
postponement  on  or  before  July  3,  1975. 

Ordinary  transcript  will  be  adequate 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  this  proceeding. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  25, 
1975. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.75-17144  Piled  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  27432] 

SPANTAX,  S.A. 

Prehearing  Conference  and  Hearing  Regard¬ 
ing  Foreign  Charter  Permit  Amendment 

and  Renewal  (Spain-U.S.) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  this  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  July  17,  1975,  at  10 
a.m.  (local  time) ,  in  Room  503,  Universal 
Building,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  Richard  M.  Hartsock. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  hearing 
may  be  held  immediately  following  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  prehearing  conference  un¬ 
less  a  person  objects  or  shows  reason  for 
postponement  on  or  before  July  7,  1975. 

Ordinary  transcript  will  be  adequate 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  this  proceeding. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  25, 
1975. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[PR  Doc.75-17145  Piled  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  i  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 


Service  Commission  revokes  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to 
fill  by  noncareer  executive  assignment 
in  the  excepted  service  the  position  of 
Director,  Commodity  Operations  Divi¬ 
sion,  Office  of  the  Director,  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Commodity  Operations,  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission. 

[seal!-  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
The  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.75-17024  Piled  6-30-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  (In ter- American  Af¬ 
fairs,  Foreign  Trade,  Disclosure,  and 
Military  Rights  Affairs),  ODAS  (Inter- 
American  Affairs,  Foreign  Trade,  Dis¬ 
closure,  and  Military  Rights  Affairs), 
OASD  (International  Security  Affairs), 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission. 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.76-17025  Piled  6-30-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  to  fill  by  noncareer  execu¬ 
tive  assignment  in  the  excepted  service 
the  position  of  Deputy  Commissioner, 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission. 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[PR  Doc.75-17028  Piled  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  a 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  $  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex- 
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cepted  service  the  position  of  Chief,  Gen¬ 
eral  Crimes  Section,  Criminal  Division. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission. 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.75-17027  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  a 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to  fill 
by  noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Assistant 
for  Civil  Trials,  Office  of  Assistant  At¬ 
torney  General,  Tax  Division. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[ seal  1  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
|FR  Doc.75-17026  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  EX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  to  fill  by  noncareer 
executive  assignment  in  the  excepted 
service  the  position  of  Special  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioner  (Special  Projects), 
Office  of  the  Commissioner,  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.75-17021  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  a 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assignment 
In  the  excepted  service  the  position  of 
Director,  Office  of  Policy  and  Program 
Analysis,  Federal  Railroad  Administra¬ 
tion. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[  seal  ]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.75-17029  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  S  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil 


Service  Commission  authorizes  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Asso¬ 
ciate  Assistant  Administrator  for  Allo¬ 
cation  Regulation  Development,  Office  of 
Allocation  Regulation  Development,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Regulatory  Programs. 

United  States  Civil  Serv- 
'  ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
|FR  Doc .75-1 7020  Filed  6-30-76; 8: 45  am] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET 

Title  Change  in  Noncareer  Executive 
Assignment 

By  notice  of  December  20,  1969,  FR 
Doc.  69-15148  the  Civil  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  authorized  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  to  make  a  change  in 
title  for  the  position  of  Assistant  to  the 
Director,  Executive  Office  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  authorized 
to  be  filled  by  noncareer  executive  as¬ 
signment.  This  is  notice  that  the  title  of 
this  position  is  now  being  changed  to 
Assistant  to  the  Director  for  Public  Af¬ 
fairs,  Executive  Office  of  the  President, 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Elective  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
|FR  Doc.75-17022  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET 

Title  Change  in  Noncareer  Executive 
Assignment 

By  notice  of  December  5,  1974,  FR  Doc. 
74-28420  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
authorized  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  to  fill  by  rioncareer  executive 
assignment  the  position  of  Congressional 
Relations  Officer,  Office  of  the  Director. 
This  is  notice  that  the  title  of  this  posi¬ 
tion  is  now  being  changed  to  Assistant 
to  the  Director  for  Congressional  Rela¬ 
tions,  Office  of  the  Director. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.75-17023  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

[ERDA-1543] 

EXPANSION  OF  THE  U.S.  URANIUM 
ENRICHMENT  CAPACITY  PROGRAM 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  Draft  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement,  “Expansion  of 
UJ3.  Uranium  Enrichment  Capacity” 
(ERDA-1543)  was  Issued  June  26,  1975, 
pursuant  to  the  Energy  Research  and 


ment  was  prepared  in  support  of  ERDA’s 
implementation  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969.  The  State¬ 
ment  was  prepared  in  support  of  ERDA’s 
administrative  actions  related  to  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  U.S.  uranium  enrichment  ca¬ 
pacity,  and  the  President’s  message  and 
legislative  proposal  sent  to  Congress  on 
June  26,  1975.  This  Statement  replaces 
the  Gas  Centrifuge  Program  Statement 
that  was  announced  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  April  23,  1975,  as  being  under 
preparation.  The  gas  centrifuge  technol¬ 
ogy  is  covered  in  this  Statement  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  currently  used  gaseous  diffu¬ 
sion  and  other  enrichment  technologies. 

Copies  of  the  Draft  Statement  have 
been  distributed  for  review  and  com¬ 
ment  to  Federal  agencies,  States  and 
organizations  and  individuals  that  have 
expressed  an  interest  in  the  uranium  en¬ 
richment  activity.  Copies  of  the  Draft 
Statement  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  the  ERDA’s  Public  Document 
Rooms  at  1717  H  Street  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.;  Albuquerque  Operations  Office, 
Kirtland  Air  Force  Base  East,  Albu¬ 
querque,  New  Mexico;  Chicago  Opera¬ 
tions  Office,  9800  South  Cass  Avenue, 
Argonne,  Illinois;  Idaho  Operations  Of¬ 
fice,  550  Second  Street,  Idaho  Falls, 
Idaho;  Nevada  Operations  Office,  2753 
South  Highland  Drive,  Las  Vegas,  Ne¬ 
vada;  Oak  Ridge  Operations  Office,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Oak  Ridge,  Tennessee; 
Richland  Operations  Office,  Federal 
Building,  Richland,  Washington;  San 
Francisco  Operations  Office,  1333  Broad¬ 
way,  Oakland,  California;  and  Savannah 
River  Operations  Office,  Savannah  River 
Plant,  Aiken,  South  Carolina. 

Comments  and  views  concerning  the 
Draft  Statement  are  requested  from 
other  interested  agencies,  organizations 
and  individuals.  Single  copies  of  the 
Draft  Environmental  Statement  will  be 
furnished  for  review  and  comment  upon 
request  addressed  to  W.  H.  Pennington, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Environment  and  Safety,  Mail  Station 
E-201,  U.S.  Energy  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545,  (301)  973-4241.  Comments 
should  be  sent  to  the  same  address. 

In  accordance  with  guidelines  from 
the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality, 
agencies  and  members  of  the  public  sub¬ 
mitting  comments  on  the  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statement  should  endeavor  to 
make  their  comments  as  specific,  sub¬ 
stantive,  and  factual  as  possible  without 
undue  attention  to  matters  of  form  in 
the  Impact  statement.  It  would  assist  in 
the  review  of  comments  if  the  comments 
were  organized  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  the  structure  of  the  draft  state¬ 
ment.  Emphasis  should  be  placed  on 
the  assessment  of  the  environmental  im¬ 
pacts  of  the  expansion  activities,  and  the 
acceptability  of  those  impacts  on  the 
quality  of  the  environment,  particularly 
as  contrasted  with  the  Impacts  of  rea¬ 
sonable  alternatives.  Commenting  en¬ 
tities  may  recommend  modifications 
and/or  new  alternatives  that  will  en¬ 
hance  environmental  quality  and  avoid 
or  minimize  adverse  environmental  im¬ 
pacts. 
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Copies  of  comments  on  the  Draft  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement  will  be  placed  in 
the  above  referenced  Document  Rooms 
and  will  be  considered  in  the  preparation 
of  the  Final  Environmental  Statement  If 
received  by  August  18,  1975. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Maryland,  this 
24th  day  of  June  1975. 

For  the  Energy  Research  and  Devel¬ 
opment  Administration. 

James  L  Liverman, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  Environment  and  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.75-17320  Filed  5-30-75:10:13  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  391-7;  OPP-33000/  272  ] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  Interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as 
amended.  This  policy  provides  that  EPA 
will,  upon  receipt  of  every  application  for 
registration,  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  notice  containing  the  infor¬ 
mation  shown  below.  The  labeling  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  applicant  will  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  EB-31,  East 
Tower,  401  M  Street,  SW  Washington, 
D.C.  20460. 

On  or  before  September  2,  1975,  any 
person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  appli¬ 
cant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  developed 
and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an 
application  described  in  this  notice,  (c) 
desires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensa¬ 
tion  under  section  3(c)(1)(D)  for  such 
use  of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  pre¬ 
serve  his  right  to  have  the  Administra¬ 
tor  determine  the  amount  of  reasonable 
compensation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for 
such  use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the 
Administrator  and  the  applicant  named 
in  the  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
his  claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification 
to  the  Administrator  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Information  Coordination  Section, 
Technical  Services  Division  (WH-569) , 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  401  M 
Street,  SW,  Washington  DC  20460.  Every 
such  claimant  must  include,  at  a  mini¬ 
mum,  the  information  listed  in  the  in¬ 
terim  policy  of  November  19,  1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  Interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c) 
application  will  be  processed  according 


to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  received  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
applicants  against  whom  the  claims  are 
asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alterna¬ 
tives  available  under  the  Act.  No  claims 
will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA  adjudi¬ 
cation  which  are  received  after  Septem¬ 
ber  2,  1975. 

Dated:  June  24,  1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 
Applications  Received  ]  OPP-33000 ,272] 

EPA  File  Symbol  8612-11.  B  &  G  Co.,  PO  Box 
20372,  Dallas  TX  75220.  B  &  G  SYN-PY-TE. 
Active  Ingredients:  (5-Benzyl-3-Furyl) 
Methyl  2,2-Dimethyl-3-(2-Methylpropenyl) 
Cyclopropanecarboxylate  0.260%;  Related 
Compounds  0.034%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  8186-A.  Carbollne  Co.,  350 
Hanley  Industrial  Ct.,  St.  Louis  MO  63144. 
CARBOLINE  SUPER  TROPICAL  ANTI- 
FOULING  BLACK  1240-18.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Trl-n-butyltln  Fluoride  16.0%;  Bis 
(trl-n-butyltln)  Oxide  3.5%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM24 
EPA  File  Symbol  8186-E.  Carboline  Co.  CAR¬ 
BOLINE  SUPER  TROPICAL  ANTI-FOUL- 
ING  RED  1240-18.  Active  Ingredients:  Trl- 
n-butyltln  Fluoride  16.0%;  Bis  (trl-n-bu¬ 
tyltln)  Oxide  3.5%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM24 

EPA  File  Symbol  8186-G.  Carboline  Co.  CAR¬ 
BOLINE  TROPICAL  ANTI-FOULING  RED 
AD  1023.  Active  Ingredients:  Copper  0.5%; 
Cuprous  Oxide  26.5%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM22 

EPA  File  Symbol  8186-L.  Carboline  Co. 
POLYCLAD  ANTI-FOULING  RED  1240-19. 
Active  Ingredients:  Copper  0.3%;  Cuprous 
__  Oxide  16.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM22 

EPA  File  Symbol  8186-U.  Carboline  Co. 
POLYCLAD  TROPICAL  ANTI-FOULING 
RED  1240-2.  Active  Ingredients:  Copper 
0.7%;  Cuprous  Oxide  38.5%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  nder  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM22 
EPA  File  Symbol  1990-GTA.  Farmland  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  PO  Box  7305,  Kansas  City 
MO  64116.  ATRAZINE  TECH  (BRAND  OF 
TECHNICAL  ATRAZINE).  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Atraaine  [2-chloro-4-(ethylamlne)- 
6- (isopropyl  amino)  -S-triazlne]  92%;  Re¬ 
lated  Compounds  2%.  Republished: 
Method  of  Support  changed  from  2(b)  to 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM25 
EPA  File  Symbol  8764-UT.  FMC  Corp.,  PO 
Box  522,  Riverside  CA  92502.  FUNGICIDE 
CONC.  1020.  Active  Ingredients:  2-(4-Thia- 
zelyl)  benzimidazole  (Thiabendazole) 
10.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM21 

EPA  Reg.  No.  279-1380.  FMC  Agricultural 
Chemical  Div.,  100  Niagara  St.,  Mlddleport 
NY  14105.  THIODAN  50  WP.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Endosulfan  ( He  xachl  orohe  x  ah  y  dro¬ 
me  thano  -  2,4,3  -  benzodioxathiepln  oxide) 
50.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  Additional  uses.  PM15 
EPA  File  Symbol  6404-A.  Green’s,  Inc.,  PO 
Box  3309,  Albuquerque  NM  87110.  SANI- 
TERG.  Active  Ingredients:  n- Alkyl  (60% 
C14,  20%  C16,  6%  C12,  6%  C18)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  4.5%;  n- Alkyl 


<68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl 
ammonium  chlorides  4.5%;  Tetrasodlum 
ethylenedlamine  tetraacetate  2.0%;  Sodium 
Carbonate  4.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  5404-1.  Green’s,  Inc.  POOL- 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl  (60% 
C14,  30%  C16,  5%  C12,  6%  C18)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  5%;  n-Alkyl 
(68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl 
ammonium  chlorides  5%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  5404-L.  Green’s,  Inc.  4-D 
DISTNFECTANT.  Active  Ingredients:  n- 
Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  6<&  C12,  5%  C18) 
dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
2.25%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14)  di¬ 
methyl  ethylbensyl  ammonium  chlorides 
2.25%;  Sodium  Carbonate  3.00%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  5404-0.  Green’s,  Inc.  QUAT- 
GUARD.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl  (60% 
C14,  30%  C16,  5%  C12,  5%  C18)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  5%;  n-Alkyl 
(68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl 
ammonium  chlorides  5%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  6404-T.  Green’s,  Inc.  ALGA- 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkvl  (60% 
C14,  30%  C16,  5%  C12,  6%  C18)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  5%;  n-Alkyl 
(68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl 
ammonium  chlorides  5%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  25862- R.  J  A  F  Pest  Control 
Co.',  46  Charming  Station,  NW,  Washington 
DC  20061.  HAMMERHEAD  ROACH  AND 
INSECT  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  0,0- 
dietbyl  0-(  2- Isopropyl -6-methyl -4-  pyrlm- 
idlnyl)  phosphor othioate  0.50%;  Petroleum 
Dlstalates  98.97%;  Aromatic  Petroleum 
Derivative  Solvent  0.41%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  poMey.  PM15 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1471-35.  Elanco  Products  Co.,  A 
Div.  of  Rll  Llily  A  Co..  PO  Box  1750,  Indi¬ 
anapolis  IN  46206.  ELANCO  TREFLAN  E  C. 
Active  Ingredients:  trifluralln  (a,a,a-trl- 
fluoro-2,6-dlnitro  -  N,N  -  dlpropyl-p-tolul- 
dlne)  44.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(e)  of  Interim  policy. 
Republished:  Increased  application  rates 
on  cotton.  PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  8123-TO.  Frank  Miller  A 
Sons,  13881  S.  Emerald  Ave.,  Chicago  IL 
60627.  BROADLBAF  WEED  KILLER.  Active 
Ingredients :  Dlmethylamlne  salt  of  2,4-Dl- 
chlorophenoxyacetlc  acid  3.5%;  Diethanol¬ 
amine  salt  of  2-(2-methyl-4-chlorophe- 
noxy)  propionic  acid  4.3%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under. 2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  1123-IN.  Frank  Miller  A 
Sons,  13881  S.  Emerald  Ave.,  Chicago  K 
60627.  VIRUCtPE  DISINFECTANT  CLEAN¬ 
ER  FUNGICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Al¬ 
kyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  5%  C12,  5%  C18 
dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
0.035%;  n-AJkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14)  di¬ 
methyl  ethylbensyl  ammonium  chlorides 

O. 035%;  Sodium  Carbonate  0.050%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  7001-171.  Occidental  Chemical 
Co.,  A  Div.  of  Occidental  Petroleum  Corp., 

P. O.  Box  198,  Lathrop  CA  95330.  LAWN 
FOOD  PLUS  INSECTICIDE  15-5-7.  Active 
Ingredients:  Chlorpyrtfoa  (0,0-diethyl  0- 
(3,5 ,6-trlchloro-2-pyrldyl )  phosphorothlo- 
ate)  0.48%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM12 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  127— TUESDAY,  JULY  1,  1975 


NOTICES 


27717 


EPA  File  Symbol  9852-UI.  Rite-Off  Corp.,  163 
Dupont  St.,  Plalnvlew  NY  11803.  RITE-OFF 
VEG-A-DUST  INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Pyrethrlns  0.1%;  Plperonyl  Butox- 
lde.  Technical  1.0%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM17 

EPA  Reg.  No.  201-279.  Shell  Chemical  Co., 
Agricultural  Dlv.,  Suite  300,  1700  K  St.  NW, 
Washington  DC  20006.  BLADEX  80  WET- 
TABLE  POWDER  HERBICIDE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients  :  2-  ( 4-chloro-6-ethylamlno-s-trl- 
azln-2-ylamlno)  -  2  -  methylproplonltrlle 
80%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  Repub¬ 
lished  :  Added  use.  PM25. 

EPA  File  Symbol  1729-RNO.  Tesco  Chemicals, 
Inc.,  PO  Box  6433,  Marietta  GA  30062.  S-88 
SUPER  SOLUBLE  CHLORINE  STICK.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Sodium  dlchloro-s-trla- 
zinetrlone  Dlhydrate  99.5%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  Reg.  No.  2724-262.  Thuron  Industries, 
Inc.,  12200  Denton  Dr.,  Dallas  TX  75234. 
STARBAR  GX-118.  Active  Ingredients:  N- 
(mercaptomethyl)  phthalimide  S-(0,0-di- 
methyl  phosphorodlthioate)  11.6%;  Petro¬ 
leum  hydrocarbon  solvent  72.9%,  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  interim  policy.  Republished:  Added 
uses.  PM15 

EPA  Reg.  No.  400-92.  Unlroyal  Chemical.  Dlv. 
of  Unlroyal,  Inc.,  74  Amity  Rd.,  Bethany 
CT  06526.  VITAVAX-200  FUNGICIDE.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Carboxln  (5,6-dihydro-2- 
methyl-l,4-oxathiin  -  3  -  carboxanlllde) 
37.6%;  Thiram  (tetramethylthiuram  disul¬ 
fide)  37.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
Republished:  added  use.  PM21 

EPA  Reg.  No.  400-93.  Unlroyal  Chemical,  Div. 
of  Unlroyal,  Inc.  VITAVAX-300  FUNGI¬ 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Carboxin  (5,6- 
dlhydro-2-methyl-l,4  -  oxathlln-3-carbox- 
anllide)  37.5%;  Captan  (N-trichlorometh- 
ylthlo-4-cyclohexene-l,2  -  dicarboximlde) 
37.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  Added  use.  PM21 

EPA  File  Symbol  400-REU  Unlroyal  Chemical, 
Div.  of  Unlroyal,  Inc.  VITAVAX-EVS  CON¬ 
CENTRATE.  Active  Ingredients:  Carboxln 
(5,6  -  dlhydro  -  2-methyl-l,4-oxathlln-3- 
carboxanllide)  29.52%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  Republished:  Added  use.  PM21 

EPA  File  Symbol  10485-RL.  United  Chemical 
Corp.  of  New  Mexico.  601  N  Leech,  PO  Box 
1499,  Hobbs  NM  88240.  ALPHA  530.  Active 
Ingredients:  n-Alkyl  (50%  C14,  40%  C12, 
10%  C16)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium 
chloride  10%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM31 

[FR  Doc.75-16935  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[FRL  394-4] 

NATIONAL  AIR  POLLUTION  MANPOWER 
DEVELOPMENT  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  National  Air  Pollu¬ 
tion  Manpower  Development  Advisory 
Committee  will  be  held  July  18-19,  1975 
in  Denver,  Colorado.  The  meeting  will 
be  held  at  the  Cosmopolitan,  18th  and 
Broadway,  in  Meeting  Room  #341,  and 
will  begin  at  9  a.m.,  July  18. 

This  is  the  regular  quarterly  meeting 
of  the  Advisory  Committee.  Primarily 
the  meeting  will  be  devoted  to  Committee 


review  of  the  status  of  the  fellowships, 
training  grants,  and  direct  training  pro¬ 
grams.  There  will  be  a  presentation  by 
Region  VTH  personnel  and  Colorado 
State  University  staff  on  the  Vehicle 
Emission  Control  Training  Program  at 
Colorado  State  University. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  member  of  the  public  wishing  to  at¬ 
tend  or  participate  should  contact  Mr. 
Ronnie  E.  Townsend,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  National  Air  Pollution  Manpower 
Development  Advisory  Committee,  Re¬ 
search  Triangle  Park,  North  Carolina, 
(919)  549-8411,  extension  2492. 

Dated:  June  27,  1975. 

Roger  Stielon, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Air  and  Waste  Management. 

|FR  Doc.75-17291  Filed  6-30-75:9:11  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

| Docket  No.  20510,  File  No.  BPH-8873;  Docket 

No.  20511,  File  No.  BPH-9015;  Docket  No. 

20512,  File  No.  BPH-9211] 

HAROLD  SHARP,  ET  AL. 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 

Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  Applications  of  Harold  James 
Sharp,  Ocala,  Florida,  Requests;  92.7 
MHz,  Channel  No.  224,  3  kW(H&V>,  290 
feet;  Greater  Ocala  Broadcasting  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Ocala,  Florida,  Requests:  92.7 
MHz,  Channel  No.  224,  3  kW<H&V) ,  190.- 
92  feet;  Hunter- Arnette  Broadcasting 
Co.,  Ocala.  Florida,  Requests:  92.7  MHz, 
Channel  No.  224,  3  kW(H&V),  30.0  feet, 
For  Construction  Permits. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief  of  the 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  before  it  the 
three  above-captioned  applications, 
which  are  mutually  exclusive  in  that  they 
seek  the  same  channel  in  Ocala,  Florida. 

2.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicants 
indicate  that  there  would  be  a  significant 
difference  in  the  size  of  the  area  which 
would  receive  service  from  the  proposal  of 
Harold  James  Sharp  and  the  other  two 
applicants.  Consequently,  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  comparison,  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary  serv¬ 
ice,  together  with  the  availability  of  other 
primary  aural  services  (lmV/m  of  great¬ 
er  in  the  case  of  FM)  in  such  areas  will  be 
considered  under  the  standard  compara¬ 
tive  issue,  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  a  comparative  preference  should 
accrue  to  any  of  the  applicants. 

3.  Greater  Ocala  will  not  provide  a 
3.16  mV/m  signal  over  the  entire  city  of 
Ocala,  as  required  by  §  73.315(a)  of  the 
rules.  Accordingly,  Greater  Ocala  re¬ 
quests  a  waiver  of  this  section  of  the 
rules  and  in  so  doing  states  that  the 
signal  level  within  the  Ocala  city  limits 
at  the  most  distant  point  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  transmitter  location  will  be  66.8 
dBu.  It  also  states  that  the  area  not 
served  by  a  70  dBu  signal  level  is  pres¬ 
ently  Inhabited  by  519  people  within  a 
1.97  square  mile  area.  This  number  rep¬ 
resents  1.8  percent  of  the  total  popula¬ 


tion  of  the  city  of  Ocala.  Greater  Ocala 
indicates  that  there  is  no  other  property 
available  to  them  closer  to  the  city  limits 
which  would  allow  proper  spacing  for 
channel  224A.  Additionally,  Greater 
Ocala  states  that  it  has  selected  a  tower 
height  which  is  less  than  the  maximum 
allowable  by  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  in  order  to  comply  with 
existing  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  obstruction  standards  applicable 
for  the  proposed  site.  In  light  of  these 
facts,  and  since  the  general  coverage  of 
the  city  will  be  satisfactory,  we  find  that 
a  waiver  of  §  73.315(a)  of  our  rules  is 
warranted  in  this  instance. 

4.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct  and  operate  as  proposed. 
However,  since  the  proposals  are  mutu¬ 
ally  exclusive,  they  must  be  designated 
for  hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding 
on  the  issues  specified  below. 

5.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That, 
pursuant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the 
applications  are  designated  for  hearing 
in  a  consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues : 

1.  To  determine  which  of  the  proposals 
would,  on  a  comparative  basis,  best  serve  the 
public  interest. 

2.  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  Issue, 
which  of  the  applications  should  be  granted. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  if  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  Greater  Ocala  Broadcasting 
Corporation  is  preferred,  the  construc¬ 
tion  permit  shall  specify  that  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  5  73.315(a)  of  our  rules  are 
waived  to  permit  a  signal  level  of  less 
than  3.16  mV/m  over  the  entire  city  of 
Ocala,  Florida. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein,  pursuant  to 
§  1.221(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in 
person  or  by  attorney,  shall,  within  20 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  Order,  file 
with  the  Commission  in  triplicate,  a 
written  appearance  stating  an  intention 
to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  present  evidence  on  the  issues 
specified  in  this  Order. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  ap¬ 
plicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or,  if  feasible 
and  consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly, 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  1.594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

Adopted:  June  12, 1975. 

Released:  June  16, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.75-17085  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 
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[SC-65] 

SHIP  RADAR 
Meeting 

The  members  of  Special  Committee  No. 
65  “SHIP  RADAR”,  will  hold  the  39th 
meeting  on  Wednesday,  July  16,  1975 — 
1:30  p.m.  at  Conference  Room  8210,  2025 
M  Street  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  agenda  for  SC-65  Committee 
Meeting  appears  below. 

Formal  meeting  schedule  for  SC-65  working 
groups,  to  be  held  at  2025  M  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 


Working  group 

Room 

Date 

Time 

Collision  avoidance  (all 

8210 

July  15 

9:30  a.m. 

day). 

Email  boat  specifications. 

8210 

July  16 

Do. 

'  Notes.— Meeting  room  location  Is  subject  to  change. 
Check  at  room  8210  first. 

U  other  working  group  meetings  are  scheduled,  group 
members  will  be  notified. 

-r-  Agenda 

1.  Call  to  Order;  Chairman's  Report; 
Adoption  of  Agenda. 

2.  Acceptance  of  SC-65  Summary  Rec¬ 
ords;  Appointment  of  Rapporteur.  18  June 
1975.  Paper  98-75. -SC  65-190. 

3.  Progress  Reports  of  Working  Groups 
on:  a.  Collision  Avoidance  Systems;  b. 
Small  Boat  Specifications. 

4.  Status  Reports  on  Other  Working 
Groups. 

5.  Other  business. 

6.  Establishment  of  next  meeting  date 
(Proposed  Oct.  15,  1975). 

7.  Transponder  Specifications — Paper  109- 
7 4/SC  65-168,  Rev.  E. 

Direct  inquiries  to  Irvin  Hurwitz, 
Chairman,  SC-65,  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20554,  Phone:  (202)  632-7197. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17191  PUed  7-l-76;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
BOARD 

FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

June  26,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  of  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  entitled  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
the  meeting  of  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Advisory  Council  on  Monday’, 
July  21;  Tuesday,  July  22;  and  Wednes¬ 
day,  July  23,  1975.  The  meeting  will 
commence  at  9  a.m.  on  July  21,  22,  23,  at 
the  Madison  Hotel,  15th  and  M  Streets, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  in  the  Arlington 
Room. 


Monday,  July  21 

9-11  aun _  General  discussion 

2:30  pm _  Up-date  on  Keogh,  IRA  retire¬ 

ment  account*  and  trustee 
liability 

Up-date  on  merger  program 
Review  of  reserve  requirement 
study 

Duplication  of  examiners  and 
auditors 

Proposed  IRS  regulation  for 
taxation  of  associations  owned 
by  holding  companies 
Report  of  Board  study  on  loan 
repayment  terms  on  other 
than  one-to-four  family 
Definition  of  “general  obliga¬ 
tions”  of  municipal  securities 
and  timely  answers 
Associations  loaning  funds  to 
other  associations 

Tuesday,  July  22 

Easing  of  limitations  on  par¬ 
ticipations  and  whole  loans 
Reserve  requirements 
Accounting  treatment  of  add¬ 
on  Interest  on  unsecured 
loans 

FHLBB  long  term  fixed  rate 
advances 

Planning  for  the  impact  of  in¬ 
flation  on  savings  and  loan 
Industry — Part  5 
Review  of  scheduled  items  and 
loans  to  facilitate  (as  related 
to  punitive  action) 

Loan  repayment  terms 
Restructuring  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  System 

Wednesday,  July  23 
9  11  a  m _ General  Discussion 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  July  21  from  9-5,  on  July  22  from  9-5, 
and  on  July  23  from  9-5. 

Garth  Marsion, 

Board  Member. 

[FR Doc.75-17104  Filed  6-80-76;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

ATLANTIC  AND  GULF— INDONESIA 
CONFERENCE  ET  AL. 

Agreements  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  (46 
U.S.C.  814) .) 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreements  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ments  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  Including  requests  for  hearing. 


may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  July  21,  1975. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreements  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances  said 
to  constitute  such  violation  or  detriment 
to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreements  (as  indicated  hereinafter* 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  by: 

John  R.  Mahoney,  Esq.,  Casey,  Lane  &  Mit- 

tendorf,  26  Broadway,  New  York,  New  York 

10004. 

The  Atlantic  and  Gulf — Indonesia 
Conference  and  the  Atlantic  and  Gulf — 
Singapore,  Malaya  and  Thailand  Con¬ 
ference  have  filed  identical  amendments 
to  their  conference  agreements.  These 
amendments,  Agreements  Nos.  8080-11 
and  8240-9  respectively,  would  extend  the 
geographic  scope  of  each  agreement  to 
include  ports,  points  and  places  on  inland 
waterways  which  inland  waterways  are 
tributary  to  the  ocean  ports  and  ranges 
Included  in  the  basic  conference  agree¬ 
ments. 

Dated:  June  26, 1975. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[ FR  Doc .75- 17135  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Agreement  No.  T-2879  ] 

CASTLE  &  COOK  TERMINALS  LTD.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Extending  Expiration  Date 

Agreement  No.  T-2879,  between  Castle 
fc  Cooke  Terminals,  Ltd.,  C.  Brewer  Cor¬ 
poration  d.b.a.  Hilo  Transportation  & 
Terminal  Co.,  Honolulu  Terminals  Co., 
Ltd.,  Matson  Terminals,  Inc.,  McCabe, 
Hamilton  &  Renny  Co.,  Ltd.,  Seatrain 
Terminals  of  California  and  Theo  H. 
Davies  It'  Company,  Limited  (Em¬ 
ployes),  establishes  a  formula  and  pro¬ 
cedures  for  the  continuing  allocation 
among  the  Employers  of  the  costs  of 
certain  fringe  benefits  payable  to  their 
employees  under  the  terms  of  collective 
bargaining  agreements  with  the  Inter¬ 
national  Longshoremen’s  and  Ware¬ 
housemen’s  Union  (ILWU) . 
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Agreement  No.  T-2879  was  approved 
by  this  Commission  on  February  27, 
1974,  and  is  scheduled  to  expire  by  its 
own  terms  on  June  30,  1975. 

Counsel  for  the  Employers  has  advised 
us  that  the  Employers  and  the  ILWU 
have  not  been  able  to  negotiate  new  col¬ 
lective  bargaining  agreements  to  succeed 
those  agreements  expiring  June  30,  1975, 
due  in  part  to  delay  in  the  settlement 
of  the  West  Coast  longshore  negotiations. 
Accordingly,  counsel  for  the  Employers 
has  requested  that  we  extend  Agreement 
No.  T-2879  on  an  indefinite  basis  on  its 
present  terms  and  conditions,  subject  to 
cancellation  upon  notice  by  the  parties 
to  the  Commission. 

In  our  opinion,  an  indefinite  extension 
of  the  subject  agreement  would  operate 
in  the  public  interest  in  that  it  would 
contribute  to  waterfront  labor  peace  in 
Hawaii  during  the  period  of  negotiation 
between  the  Employers  and  the  ILWU. 
It  is  noted  that  all  terms,  conditions  and 
parties  to  the  agreement  will  remain  un¬ 
changed;  the  agreement’s  expiration 
date  is  the  only  thing  affected  by  the 
Employers’  request.  Since  no  change  in 
the  competitive  impact  of  Agreement  No. 
T-2879  would  be  created  by  extending 
that  agreement,  we  believe  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  requires  that  the  request  for 
an  extension  be  granted  forthwith. 

It  is  ordered.  That  Agreement  No. 
T-2879  is  hereby  extended  for  an  in¬ 
definite  period  on  its  present  terms  and 
conditions  subject  to  cancellation  upon 
notice  by  the  parties  to  the  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  Order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission  June  24,  1975. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-17139  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


COMPANIA  TRAATLANTIC  ESPANOLA  S.A. 

AND  KONINKLIJKE  NEDERLANDSCHE 

STOOMBOOT— MAATSCHAPP1J  B.V. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  (46 
U.S.C.  814)). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  San 
Juan,  Puerto  Rico  and  San  Francisco, 
California.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  July  11,  1975. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by 


a  statement  describing  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  violation 
or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by : 

Elliot  B.  Nixon,  Esquire,  Burllngham  Under¬ 
wood  Si  Lord,  25  Broadway,  New  York,  New 

York  10004. 

Agreement  No.  10162,  between  Com- 
pania  Trasatlantica  Espanola  S.A. 
(CTE)  and  Koninklijke  Nederlandsche 
Stoomboot-Maatschappij  B.V.  (KNSM) 
would  establish  a  joint  service  under 
the  trade  name  of  TRAS-ROYAL  in  the 
westbound  and  eastbound  trades 
between,  on  the  one  hand.  Italian  ports 
and  ports  on  the  east  and  south  coasts 
of  Spain,  as  well  as  Marseilles  and  Lisbon, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  ports  in  Puerto 
Rico,  under  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  in  the  agreement. 

Dated:  June 26, 1975. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17138  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


l  NO.  73-28;  73-29] 

PUBLICATION  OF  DISCRIMINATORY 

RATES  IN  THE  U.S.  WEST  COAST/ 

JAPAN  TRADE  AND  U.S.  ATLANTIC  AND 

GULF/ JAPAN  TRADE 

Extension  of  Alternate  Procedures 

These  proceedings  were  instituted  by 
Commission  order  directing  respondent 
conferences  to  show  cause  why  certain 
rates  in  the  U.S./Japan  trades  should  not 
be  altered  or  cancelled  because  they  in¬ 
dicated  a  disparity  between  inbound  and 
outbound  rates.  Subsequently,  the  Com¬ 
mission  approved  an  alternative  pro¬ 
cedure  permitting  respondents  and  Hear¬ 
ing  Counsel  to  resolve  the  Issues 
informally.  The  authority  for  this  pro¬ 
cedure  expires  June  26, 1975. 

Respondents  have  now  moved  for  an 
extension  of  the  alternate  procedures 
until  December  31,  1975.  Hearing  Coun¬ 
sel  have  advised  that  they  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  extension. 

In  light  of  the  progress  made  to  date 
under  the  alternate  procedures  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  an  extension  thereof  is  in 
order  to  permit  a  less  expensive  means 
of  resolving  the  issues  in  this  proceeding. 

Accordingly,  respondents  petition  for 
extension  of  alternate  procedures  to  and 
Including  December  31,  1975,  is  hereby 
granted. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17141  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


l  NO.  75-22] 

ROBINSON  LUMBER  CO..  INC.  V. 

DELTA  STEAMSHIP  LINES,  INC. 

Filing  of  Complaint 

June  25,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  com¬ 
plaint  filed  by  Robinson  Lumber  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  against  Delta  Steamship 
Lines,  Inc.,  was  served  June  25,  1975. 
The  complaint  alleges  that  complainant 
has  been  subjected  to  the  payment  of 
rates  for  transportation  of  certain  lum¬ 
ber  items  which  were  violative  of  sec¬ 
tions  15,  16,  17,  18,  and  22  of  the  Ship¬ 
ping  Act.  1916. 

Hearing  in  this  matter  shall  com¬ 
mence  on  or  before  December  26,  1975. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75  17140  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


SOUTH  ATLANTIC-NORTH  EUROPE 
FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat  763,  (46 
U.S.C.  814)). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  July  21,  1975. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrim¬ 
ination  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  violation 
or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by : 

Howard  A.  Levy,  Esquire,  Suite  727,  17  Bat¬ 
tery  Place,  New  York,  New  York  10004. 

Agreement  No.  10163,  among  Amer¬ 
ican  Export  Lines,  Inc.;  Combi  Line; 
Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.;  Seatrain  Inter¬ 
national,  S.A.  and  United  States  Lines, 
Inc.,  establishes  a  conference  covering 
traffic  moving  from  U.S.  South  Atlantic 
ports  and  from  interior  points  via  such 
ports  to  ports  and  points  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  Republic  of  Ireland,  Con¬ 
tinental  Europe  (via  Bordeaux/ Ham- 


FEDERAl  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  127— TUESDAY,  JULY  1,  1975 


27720 


NOTICES 


burg  range  ports)  and  ports  and  points 
in  the  Scandinavia/Baltic  area. 

Dated:  June  26, 1975. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17137  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


SOUTH  ATLANTIC-NORTH  ATLANTIC 
EUROPE  RATE 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763, 
(46  U.S.C.  814) ) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  July  21,  1975. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

Howard  A.  Levy,  Esquire,  Suite  727, 17  Battery 

Place,  New  York,  New  York  10004. 

Agreement  No.  9984-6,  among  the 
member  lines  of  the  above-named  rate 
agreement,  deletes  eastbound  traffic  from 
the  United  Kingdom,  Republic  of  Ireland 
and  the  Continent  from  the  scope  of  the 
Agreement. 

Dated:  June  26, 1975. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17136  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 
(Docket  No.  75-23] 

TRANSPACIFIC  FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 

(HONG  KONG)  AND  NEW  YORK 

FREIGHT  BUREAU  (HONG  KONG) 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

Pursuant  to  section  15  of  the  Ship¬ 
ping  Act,  1916,  the  Trans-Pacific  Freight 


Conference  (Hong  Kong)  has  filed 
Agreement  No.  14-42,  and  the  New  York 
Freight  Bureau  (Hong  Kong)  has  filed 
Agreement  No.  5700-23,  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  approval.  These  Agreements 
modify  the  basic  agreement  of  each  con¬ 
ference  by  adding  a  new  subparagraph 
to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Rate  Policy  Committee  consisting  of  six 
(6)  members  and  a  Committee  Chair¬ 
man.  Each  committee  would  have  the 
authority  to  consider  and  establish  rates, 
including  changes  in  rates  (exclusive  of 
rules,  regulations  and  accessorial 
charges),  and  to  delegate  authority  to 
the  rates  committees  presently  estab¬ 
lished  under  each  agreement.  Unless  ex¬ 
tended  by  the  respective  conference 
memberships,  the  authority  of  each  Rate 
Policy  Committee  would  terminate  on 
October  31,  1975. 

Notice  of  the  filing  of  Agreements  Nos. 
14-42  and  5700-23  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  6, 1975.  Pursu¬ 
ant  to  that  notice,  protests  and  requests 
for  a  hearing  were  filed  by  Zim  Israel 
Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.  (Zim) ,  Orient  Over¬ 
seas  Line  (OOL)  and  Orient  Overseas 
Container  Line  (OOCL) ,  independent 
carriers  in  the  trades  covered  by  the 
Agreements. 

The  protestants  object  to  the  approval 
of  Agreements  Nos.  14-42  and  5700-23 
on  the  grounds  that  the  Agreements  (1) 
fail  to  provide  reasonable  and  equal 
terms  and  conditions  for  admission  and 
readmission  to  conference  membership 
of  other  qualified  carriers  in  the  trade, 
in  violation  of  section  15  of  the  Act;  (2) 
would  discriminate  against  OOL,  OOCL, 
and  Zim,  in  violation  of  section  15  of  the 
Act;  and  (3)  would  subject  OOL  and 
OOCL  to  undue  or  unreasonable  preju¬ 
dice  or  disadvantage,  in  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  16,  First  of  the  Act. 

A  reply  to  the  protests  and  comments 
has  been  filed  by  the  New  York  Freight 
Bureau  (Hong  Kong) ,  the  Trans-Pacific 
Freight  Conference  (Hong  Kong),  and 
the  member  fines  of  each,  alleging  the 
lawfulness  of  the  Agreements,  and  as¬ 
serting  that  the  interest  of  the  protes¬ 
tants  is  remote;  that  the  protestants’ 
contentions  are  extremely  speculative; 
and,  that  the  assertions  of  the  protes¬ 
tants  are  without  factual  support. 

Section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 
provides: 

The  Commission  shall  by  order,  after  notice 
and  hearing,  disapprove,  cancel  or  modify 
any  agreement,  or  any  modification  or  can¬ 
cellation  thereof,  whether  or  not  previously 
approved  by  it,  that  It  finds  to  be  unjustly 
discriminatory  or  unfair  as  between  car¬ 
riers,  shippers,  exporters,  importers,  or  ports, 
or  between  exporters  from  the  United  States 
and  their  foreign  competitors,  or  to  operate 
to  the  detriment  of  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States,  or  to  be  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest,  or  to  be  In  violation  of  this 
Act,  and  shall  approve  all  other  agreements, 
modifications,  or  cancellations. 


The  Commission  has  considered  the 
protests  and  requests  for  hearing,  and 
the  replies  thereto.  Deeming  it  just  and 
proper  that  the  protestants  should  be 
permitted  to  support  their  protest  of 
these  agreements,  the  Commission  has 
determined  to  afford  the  parties  a  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  matter.  However,  recognizing 
the  desire  of  the  conferences  for  expedi¬ 
tion,  and  balancing  that  against  the  in¬ 
terests  of  the  protestants,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  determined  that  an  evidentiary 
hearing,  at  this  time,  is  neither  appro¬ 
priate  nor  required. 

Therefore,  It  is  ordered,  That  pursuant 
to  sections  15  and  22  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  Zim  Israel  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.,  Ori¬ 
ent  Overseas  Line,  and  Orient  Overseas 
Container  Line  are  ordered  to  show 
cause  why  Agreement  No.  14-42  and 
Agreement  No.  5700-23  should  not  be  ap¬ 
proved  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  limited  to  the  submission 
of  affidavits  of  fact  and  memoranda  of 
law,  and  replies  thereto.  Should  any  party 
feel  that  an  evidentiary  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  that  party  shall  accompany  any 
request  for  such  a  hearing  with  a  state¬ 
ment  setting  forth  in  detail  the  facts  to 
be  proven  in  such  a  hearing,  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  evidence  to  be  used  to  prove 
those  facts,  the  relevance  of  those  facts 
to  the  issues  in  this  proceeding,  and  why 
such  proof  cannot  be  submitted  through 
affidavits.  Affidavits  of  fact,  memoranda 
of  law,  and  requests  for  an  evidentiary 
hearing  shall  be  filed  by  Zim  Israel  Navi¬ 
gation  Co.,  Ltd.,  Orient  Overseas  Line, 
and  Orient  Overseas  Container  Line,  if 
at  all,  on  or  before  July  17,  1975.  Reply 
affidavits,  memoranda  or  requests  shall 
be  filed  by  Hearing  Counsel,  the  New 
York  Freight  Bureau  (Hong  Kong)  and 
its  members,  the  Trans-Pacific  Freight 
Conference  (Hong  Kong)  and  its  mem¬ 
bers,  if  at  all,  on  or  before  July  31,  1975. 
The  parties  herein  shall  address  them¬ 
selves  to,  among  other  things,  the  de¬ 
sirability  of  oral  argument  herein.  Unless 
the  Commission  shall  grant  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing  herein,  or  oral  argu¬ 
ment,  or  both,  this  matter  shall  be  de¬ 
cided  upon  the  written  submissions  filed 
herein. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  Order 
shall  be  served  upon  Orient  Overseas 
Lines,  Orient  Overseas  Container  Line, 
Zim  Israel  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.,  the  New 
York  Freight  Bureau  (Hong  Kong)  and 
its  members,  the  Trans-Pacific  Freight 
Conference  (Hong  Kong)  and  its  mem¬ 
bers,  and  Hearing  Counsel. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  all  docu¬ 
ments  filed  by  any  party  herein  shall  be 
directed  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Mar¬ 
itime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573  in  an  original  and  15  copies,  and 
shall  be  served  upon  all  parties  herein 
on  the  date  those  documents  are  filed 
with  the  Secretary. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17142  Filed  6-30-76;8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  RP72-110.  POA  75-9] 

ALGONQUIN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Rate  Change  Pursuant  to  Purchased  Gas 
Cost  Adjustment  Provision 

June  24,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Algonquin  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (“Algonquin 
Gas”),  on  May  29,  1975,  tendered  for 
filing  Revised  Second  Substitute  Sixth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  10  and  Second  Sub¬ 
stitute  Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  10  to  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume 
No.  1. 

These  sheets  are  being  filed  pursuant 
to  Algonquin  Gas’  Purchased  Gas  Cost 
Adjustment  Provision  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  17  of  the  General  Terms  and  Con¬ 
ditions  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1.  The  rate  change  is 
being  filed  under  Algonquin  Gas’  Re¬ 
vised  Second  Substitute  Sixth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  10  to  reflect  a  change  in  its 
purchased  gas  costs  (including  amounts 
associated  with  small  producer  and 
emergency  purchases  in  excess  of  the 
national  rate  level  established  in  the 
Commission’s  Opinion  No.  699-H)  to  be 
paid  to  its  supplier,  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (“Texas 
Eastern”) .  In  the  event  the  Commission 
should  suspend  for  one  day  the  under¬ 
lying  tariff  page  of  Texas  Eastern,  Algon¬ 
quin  Gas  also  filed  Second  Substitute 
Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  10  which  re¬ 
flects  a  change  in  the  cost  of  purchased 
gas  (exclusive  of  amounts  associated 
with  small  producer  and  emergency  pur¬ 
chases  in  excess  of  the  Commission’s 
Opinion  No.  699-H)  from  its  supplier, 
Texas  Eastern.  Algonquin  Gas  requests 
that  the  Commission  accept  for  filing 
the  appropriate  tariff  sheet  or  sheets  to 
be  effective  July  1,  1975  which  will  syn¬ 
chronize  its  rates  with  those  of  Texas 
Eastern. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §5  1.8,  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  8,  1975.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc. 75-17031  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CI75-191,  CI75-205] 

CITIES  SERVICE  OIL  CO.  AND 
CONTINENTAL  OIL  CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

June  24,  1975. 

On  June  20,  1975,  the  Associated  Gas 
Distributors  filed  a  motion  to  extend  the 


date  for  filing  briefs  on  exceptions  to  the 
initial  decision  of  the  Presiding  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge  issued  May  29,  1975, 
in  the  above -designated  matter.  The  mo¬ 
tion  states  that  the  parties  have  been 
notified  and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  for  filing  briefs  on 
exceptions  in  the  above  matter  is  ex¬ 
tended  to  and  including  August  29,  1975, 
and  the  date  for  briefs  opposing  excep¬ 
tions  is  extended  to  and  including  Sep¬ 
tember  18, 1975. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-17032  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP75—86,  RP75-83,  RP75-85] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Order  Granting  Intervention 

June  24, 1975. 

On  March  31,  1975,  the  Colorado  In¬ 
terstate  Gas  Company,  a  division  of 
Colorado  Interstate  Corporation  (CIG), 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1.  Notice  of  CIG’s  filing  was  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Commission  on  April  7,  1975, 
with  protests  and  petitions  to  intervene 
due  on  or  before  April  21,  1975. 

An  untimely  petition  to  intervene  was 
filed  by  CF&I  Steel  Corporation.  Having 
reviewed  the  above  petition  to  intervene, 
we  believe  that  the  petitioner  has  suffi¬ 
cient  interest  in  the  proceedings  to  war¬ 
rant  intervention. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  desirable 
and  in  the  public  interest  to  allow  the 
above-named  petitioner  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioner  is  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  these  proceedings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission:  Provided,  however, 
That  participation  of  such  intervenor 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  interests  as  specifically 
set  forth  in  the  petition  to  intervene: 
And  provided,  further.  That  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  intervenor  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  they  might  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  order  or  orders  of  the  Commission 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  intervention  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  hereto¬ 
fore  established  for  the  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Recister. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17033  Filed  6-30-75; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-112] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO.  AND 

Colorado  interstate  corp. 
Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
June  24, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Company,  a  division  of  Colorado  In¬ 


terstate  Corporation  (CIG),  on  June  16, 
1975,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FTC  Gas  Tariff,  Second 
Revised  Volume  No.  2.  CIG  states  that 
the  proposed  changes  will  make  effective 
Initial  Rate  Schedule  X-54,  a  Letter 
Agreement  between  CIG  and  Northern 
Natural  Gas  Company,  operating  as  Peo¬ 
ples  Natural  Gas  Division  (Peoples), 
which  provides  charges  for  increased  de¬ 
livery  pressure  for  gas  volumes  delivered 
at  the  existing  Hugo,  Colorado,  delivery 
point  during  the  months  of  June,  July, 
and  August. 

CIG  states  that,  in  order  for  Peoples 
to  serve  its  market  requirements,  from 
time  to  time  during  the  period  June 
through  August  Peoples  requires  more 
pressure  at  the  Hugo  delivery  point  than 
that  available  under  CIG’s  normal  sum¬ 
mertime  operating  conditions.  CIG  has 
agreed  to  provide  the  necessary  pressure 
up  to  the  maximum  under  the  Service 
Agreement  to  Peoples  at  Hugo  on  a  “best 
efforts”  basis.  Peoples  has  agreed  to  reim¬ 
burse  CIG  for  the  incremental  cost  of 
providing  the  higher  delivery  pressure. 
The  proposed  charge  is  $250  times  the 
number  of  compressor  units  placed  in 
service  up  to  a  maximum  of  four  units. 
CIG  and  Peoples  have  agreed  that  the 
minimum  charge  on  any  day  when  Peo¬ 
ples  requests  such  increased  pressure  at 
the  Hugo  delivery  point  will  be  $250. 

An  effective  date  of  July  1,  1975,  is  re¬ 
quested. 

CIG  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
were  mailed  to  Peoples. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  8,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75r17034  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP73-340,  etc.] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO.,  AND 
COLORADO  INTERSTATE  CORP.,  ET  AL. 

Postponement  of  Hearing;  Correction 
June  10,  1975. 

In  the  notice  of  postponement  of  hear¬ 
ing  issued  June  6,  1975,  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  Tuesday, 
June  17,  1975,  40  FR  25629,  the  date  of 
the  hearing  in  the  above-designated  mat¬ 
ter  should  be  corrected  to:  “June  23, 1975, 
at  10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t," 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17035  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  RP72-89] 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Amendatory  Compliance  Filing 

June  24,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  13,  1975, 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Columbia)  tendered  for  filing  Fourth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  62A,  for  the  purpose 
of  excluding  from  the  General  Terms 
and  Conditions  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1,  a  paragraph  re¬ 
lating  to  the  compensation  features  of  its 
curtailment  provisions,  which  paragraph 
it  inadvertently  failed  to  delete  from  the 
revised  tariff  sheets  tendered  with  its 
compliance  filing  of  May  5,  1975.  Colum¬ 
bia  requests,  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  issued  April  25,  1975,  in 
the  above  captioned  proceeding,  that 
said  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  62A  be 
permitted  to  become  effective  as  of  May  1, 
1975. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Columbia’s  jurisdictional  customers  and 
interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Union  Center 
Plaza  Building,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  3,  1975.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules.  Persons  that  have  previously 
filed  a  Notice  or  Petition  for  intervention 
in  this  proceeding  need  not  file  additional 
Notices  or  petitions  to  become  parties 
with  respect  to  the  instant  filing.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17036  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RI75-146] 

DEMOVA  K.  FROST  AND  THE  APPLEBY 
FOUNDATION 

Petition  for  Special  Relief 

June  24,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  19,  1975,  De- 
mova  K.  Frost  and  the  Appleby  Founda¬ 
tion  (Petitioner) ,  PO  Box  953,  Midland, 
Texas  79701,  filed  a  petition  for  special 
relief  in  Docket  No.  RI75-146,  seeking  a 
rate  above  the  applicable  area  ceiling 
pursuant  to  Order  No.  481  and  $  2.76  of 
the  Commission’s  Statements  of  General 
Policy  and  Interpretations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  Petitioner  seeks  a  rate 
of  454  per  Mcf,  with  14  per  Mcf  escala¬ 
tion  each  year,  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  El 
Pa'jo  Natural  Gas  Company  from  the 
G.  E.  Allison  Lease,  North  Branch  Field, 


Sutton  County,  Texas.  Petitioner  states 
that  it  will  not  be  economically  feasible 
to  continue  to  produce  this  well  at  the 
current  rate  of  18.54  per  Mcf. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  July  9,  1975, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
party  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding,  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein,  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17041  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9294] 

DETROIT  EDISON  CO. 

Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

June  23,  1975. 

On  June  17,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  filed  a 
motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  issued  March  27,  1975,  in 
the  above-designated  matter.  On  June  18, 
1975,  a  supplemental  filing  stated  that 
the  parties  have  been  notified  and  have 
no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Staff 

Testimony,  September  8, 1975. 

Service  of  Intervenor 

Testimony,  September  29, 1975. 

Service  of  Company 

Rebuttal,  October  15,  1976. 

Hearing,  November  4,  1975  (10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t.). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-17037  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  E-9498] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Supplement  to  Contract 

June  24,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16,  1975 
Duke  Power  Company  (Duke)  tendered 
for  filing  a  supplement  to  Duke  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  139.  That  rate  schedule 
is  the  contract  between  Duke  and 
Rutherford  Electric  Membership  Cor¬ 
poration.  The  supplement  provides  for 
changes  in  designated  Kw  demand  at 
various  delivery  points.  Duke  states  that 
the  changes  are  made  at  the  request  of 
and  with  the  approval  of  the  customer. 
The  proposed  effective  date  is  July  21, 
1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 


Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  16, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17038  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  RP75-1  ] 

FLORIDA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 

June  24,  1975. 

On  May  8,  1975  and  June  20,  1975, 
Sun  Oil  Co  npany  and  Florida  Gas 
Transmission  Company,  respectively, 
filed  motions  to  extend  the  procedural 
dates  fixed  by  order  issued  July  31,  1974, 
as  most  recently  modified  by  notice  is¬ 
sued  April  2,  1975,  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  matter.  The  motion  states  that  the 
parties  have  been  notified  and  have  no 
objection. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  proce¬ 
dural  dates  in  the  above  matter  are 
modified  as  follows : 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  July  30,  1975. 
Hearing,  August  26,  1975  (10  a.m.,  e.d.t.). 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17039  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-53] 

FLORIDA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  Rates  and  Charges 

June  24, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  10,  1975, 
Florida  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Florida  Gas)  tendered  for  filing  Sub¬ 
stitute  Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A  to 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No. 
1,  containing  changes  in  rates  in  its 
Rate  Schedules  G  and  I  for  effectiveness 
on  July  10,  1975.  The  changes  in  rates 
result  from  the  application  of  the  pur¬ 
chased  gas  cost  adjustment  provision  In 
section  15,  General  Terms  and  Conditions 
of  the  tariff,  which  was  approved  by  the 
Commission  in  Docket  No.  RP72-136. 

The  rates  proposed  by  Florida  Gas  in 
Docket  No.  RP75-53  for  service  under 
Rate  Schedules  G  and  I  initially  filed 
January  10,  1975,  do  not  reflect  subse¬ 
quent  changes  resulting  from-purchased 
gas  cost  adjustments.  Accordingly,  in 
Substitute  Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A, 
Florida  Gas  has  incorporated  these 
changes  in  its  G  and  I  rates  in  Docket 
No.  RP75-53  which  were  filed  January  10, 
1975  and  suspended  until  July  10,  1975. 
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A  comparison  between  the  Docket  No. 
RP75-53  rates  and  those  to  be  made  ef¬ 
fective  on  July  10,  1975  under  this  filing 
is  as  follows: 


Cents  per  therm 

Docket  No. 

To  become 

Rl'75-53 

effective 

as  tiled 

Oct.  10, 1975 

July  10,  1975 

Hate  schedule  G _ 

7.500 

7.632 

Rate  schedule  I.... 

5.959 

6.091 

The  annual  effect  on  the  proposed 
changes  is  $978,000  above  the  Docket  No. 
RP75-53  rates  based  on  sales  for  the 
twelve  months  ended  March  31,  1975. 

Florida  Gas  states  that  a  copy  of  its 
filing  has  been  served  upon  all  customers 
purchasing  gas  under  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1  and  the  Florida 
Public  Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  8,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of 
this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17040  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9490 ] 

KANSAS  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO.  AND 

CENTRAL  KANSAS  POWER  CO.,  INC. 

Joint  Application  for  Approval  of  Statutory 
Merger 

June  24, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  11,  1975, 
Kansas  Power  and  Light  Company 
(KP&L)  and  Central  Kansas  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (CKP)  filed  a  joint  application 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  203  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  for  an  order  au¬ 
thorizing  the  statutory  merger  of  the 
two  corporations  with  the  Kansas  Power 
and  light  Company  remaining  as  the 
surviving  corporation. 

Kansas  Power  and  Light  Company  is 
incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  Kansas,  with  its  principal  business 
office  at  Topeka,  Kansas,  and  is  primarily 
engaged  in  the  business  of  generation, 
transaction,  distribution  and  sale  of 
electric  energy  and  the  purchase,  trans¬ 
mission,  distribution  and  sale  of  natural 
gas  in  the  northeastern  and  central  por¬ 


tions  of  Kansas,  aggregating  approxi¬ 
mately  27,500  square  miles  or  about  33 
percent  of  the  area  of  the  State.  The 
population  of  the  territory  that  KP&L 
provides  with  one  or  more  retail  or  whole¬ 
sale  services  is  approximately  900,000. 

Central  Kansas  Power  Company  is  in¬ 
corporated  under  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  Kansas,  with  its  principal  business 
office  at  Hays,  Kansas,  and  provides  elec¬ 
tric  power  to  approximately  16,200  cus¬ 
tomers  in  42  communities  in  northwest¬ 
ern  Kansas:  provides  natural  gas  to  about 
8,000  customers  located  in  four  communi¬ 
ties  in  said  area;  and  operates  a  water 
plant  serving  about  700  customers. 

The  merger  is  to  be  accounted  for  un¬ 
der  generally  accepted  accounting  prin¬ 
ciples  applicable  to  this  type  of  trans¬ 
action.  The  Uniform  System  of  Accounts 
of  the  Kansas  Commission  and  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  require  that  the 
amounts  recorded  by  the  company  for 
utility  plant  in  service  be  the  original 
cost  of  the  property  at  the  time  it  was 
first  devoted  to  public  service.  Original 
cost  is  the  amount  at  which  the  property 
is  carried  on  the  books  of  CKP  and  also 
the  amount  anticipated  to  be  recovered 
through  rates  in  the  future.  The  excess 
of  the  purchase  price  over  the  net  book 
value  of  assets  acquired  less  liabilities 
assumed,  which  it  estimated  to  be  $1,- 
118,000,  will  be  recorded  as  a  Plant  Ac¬ 
quisition  Adjustment  to  be  amortized 
over  the  remaining  lives  of  the  related 
assets. 

The  application  proposes  a  statutory 
merger  under  which  all  facilities  of  CKP 
for  the  operation  of  electric,  gas  and 
water  services  will  be  merged  into  KP&L 
and  operated  thereafter  by  KP&L,  the 
surviving  company,  along  with  the  exist¬ 
ing  electric,  gas  and  steam  facilities  of 
that  company.  All  outstanding  contracts 
or  other  obligations  for  the  purchase,  sale 
or  intercharge  of  electric  energy  be¬ 
tween  CKP  and  their  parties  will  be  as¬ 
sumed  and  performed  by  KP&L  as  the 
surviving  corporation  and  the  merger 
will  not  adversely  affect  the  satisfactory 
performance  of  any  such  contracts. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  18, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions 
to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17042  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CS73-15,  etc.] 

LEON  L  HOYT,  JR.  AND 
HUGHES  SEEWALD  ET  AL 

Applications  for  “Small  Producer” 
Certificates 1 

June  24, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  §  157.40  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder  for  a  “small  producer” 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  Interstate 
commerce,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  applications  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  July  23, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  tn  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
all  applications  in  which  no  petition  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificates  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 


1  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 
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Docket  Date  Applicant 

No.  filed 


CS73-15  June  16, 1975 1  Leon  L.  Hoyt,  Jr.,  and 
Hughes  Seewald,  Inde¬ 
pendent  executors  of  the 
estate  of  D.  I>.  Harrington, 
deceased,  P.O.  Box  189, 
Amarillo,  Tex.  79105. 

<  '875-530  June  11, 1975  Swanco  Trust  Co.  for  Fred¬ 
erick  Swanson  Bucholz, 
8401  West  Douglas  ltd., 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68114. 

CS75-531  . do . O.  A.  Sutton,  800  Sutton 

PL,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

CS75-532  . do . Jack  G.  i’anlsen  and  Chris¬ 

tine  F.  Paulsen,  800  Suttou 
PL  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

CS75-533  . do .  Elbie  G.  McNeil  and  Phyllis 

B.  McNeil,  800  Sutton  PL, 
Wichita,  Kans.,  67202. 

CS75-534  . do.  .  Robert  M.  Euwer  and 

Barbara  D.  Euwer.  800 
Sutton  Pl.,  Wichita,  Kans. 
67202. 

C875-536  . do .  Beeper,  Kimball  £  Williams, 

Inc.,  89  Broad  Street, 
Room  1216,  Boston,  Mass. 
62110. 

CS75-536  June  9,1975  Nancy  P.  Tonkin,  1524 

Park  Ave.,  8.W.,  Albu¬ 

querque,  N.  Mex.  87104. 

CS76-537  June  12, 1975  Harold  H.  Anderson,  Room 
1475,  111  West  Monroe  St., 
Chicago,  Ill.  60608. 

CS75-538  _ _ do.. . W.  R.  Maxson,  Shinglehouse, 

Pa.  16748. 

C875-539  _ do . Lee  M.  Crane,  313  South 

Mesa  Verde,  Aztec,  N. 

Mex.  87410. 

CS75-540  June  13,1975  Robert  W.  Walker,  2418 
Terwilleger  Blvd.,  Tulsa, 

-  Okla.  74114. 

CS75-541  June  16,1975  Wilson  Equity  Resources, 

1237  Delaware  Ave.,  Buffa¬ 
lo,  N.Y.  14209. 

C875-542  _ do . H.  L.  Bammert,  Weesatcbe, 

Tex.  77993. 

CS75-543  June  11, 1975  Premier  oil  and  gas  program; 

1974  Series  Spring  1974 
Partnership,  633  17th  St., 
Suite  2100,  Denver,  Colo. 
80202. 


>  Petition  to  amend  to  substitute  Leon  L.  Hoyt,  Jr. 
and  Hughes  Seewald,  independent  executors  of  the 
estate  of  D.  D.  Harrington,  deceased,  in  lieu  of  D.  D. 
Barrington,  as  certificate  holder. 

[FR  Doc.76-17060  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Bate  Schedule  Nos.  93,  etc.] 

MARATHON  OIL  CO..  ET  AL 
Rate  Change  Filings 

June  23,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  the  producers  listed 
In  the  Appendix  attached  below  have 
filed  proposed  increased  rates  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  new  gas  national  ceiling  based 
on  the  interpretation  of  vintaging  con¬ 
cepts  set  forth  by  the  Commission  in  its 
Opinion  No.  699-H,  Issued  December  4, 

1974.  Pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  699-H  the 
rates,  if  accepted,  will  become  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  filing. 

The  information  relevant  to  each  of 
these  sales  is  listed  In  the  Appendix 
below. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  filings  should  on  or  before  July  7, 

1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 


<18  CFR  1.8  or  l.lfi).  A  protest  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestant  a  party  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding  must  file 


l  Docket  No.  CP72-184] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

June  23,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16,  1975, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Petitioner),  One  Woodward  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48226,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP72-184  a  petition  to  amend  the 
order  of  the  Commission  issued  in  said 
docket  on  June  1,  1972,  as  amended  on 
July  26, 1973,  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  by  authorizing  an 
increase  in  the  daily  redelivery  rate  of 
natural  gas  stored  by  Petitioner  for 
Wisconsin  Southern  Gas  Company,  Inc. 
(Wisconsin  Southern) ,  from  4,000  Mcf  to 
6,000  Mcf,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  petition  to  amend  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Petitioner  states  that  the  Commission 
authorized  by  its  order  of  June  1,  1972, 
as  amended  July  26,  1973,  Petitioner  to 
store  natural  gas  for  and  to  deliver  gas 
to  Wisconsin  Southern.  Petitioner  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  the  amended  order  au¬ 
thorized  it  to  store  an  annual  volume  of 
up  to  400,000  Mcf  of  gas  and  to  redeliver 
up  to  4,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day.  The  gas 
is  delivered  to  Petitioner  in  the  summer 
months  for  redelivery  during  the  period 
from  November  1  to  the  next  succeeding 
March  1.  Petitioner  requests  authoriza¬ 
tion  in  the  instant  petition  to  increase 
the  volume  to  be  redelivered  per  day  by 
2,000  Mcf,  to  a  proposed  maximum  of 
6,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day.  Petitioner  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  the  proposed  increase  in 
available  daily  deliveries  is  pursuant  to 
an  agreement  dated  March  i,  1975, 
amending  the  Storage  Agreement  to  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  service  requested  by  Wis¬ 
consin  Southern  to  assist  Wisconsin 
Southern  in  meeting  anticipated  winter 
peak  requirements.  No  increase  in  the 
annual  storage  volume  is  proposed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
July  10, 1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 


a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 


Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  wfli  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.75- 17*43  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Doeket  No.  E-9499] 

MINNESOTA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Filing  of  Electric  Service  Agreement 

June  24,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16,  1975, 
Minnesota  Power  &  Light  Company 
(MP&L)  tendered  for  filing  an  Electric 
Service  Agreement  dated  June  11,  1975, 
between  the  City  of  Wadena,  Minne¬ 
sota  and  MP&L. 

MP&L  states  that  this  Agreement  re¬ 
places  Federal  Power  Commission  Rate 
Schedule  No.  28  which  has  expired  and 
that  this  new  Agreement  will  have  no 
anticipated  effect  upon  revenue. 

MP&L  states  that  sendee  has  been 
made  upon  the  City  of  Wadena  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  35.2(d)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  regulations. 

MP&L  requests  the  Agreement  become 
effective  as  soon  as  possible  under  the 
Commission’s  regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE„  Washington.  D  C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rates  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  8,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 


Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

Appendix 


Fillin'  Rat* 

date  Producer  Schedule  Buyer  Area 

No. 


June  6,  1975  Marathon  Oil  Co.,  539  South  Main  St.,  93  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Rockv  Mountain. 

Findlay,  Ohio  45*46.  Co. 

Skelly  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1650,  Tulsa,  8  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Texas  Gulf  Coast. 

Okla.  74102.  Corp. 


I  FR  Doc .75- 17061  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 
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wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-17044  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  CP75-357] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Application 

June  23, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  5,  1975, 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Applicant),  308  Seneca  Street,  Oil  City, 
Pennsylvania  16301,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-357  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sale  and  trans¬ 
portation  of  natural  gas  from  supple¬ 
mental  sources  to  its  non-affiliated 
wholesale  customers,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  pubic 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  is  a  natural 
gas  company  that  sells  at  wholesale  to 
three  non-affiliated  customers,  Mercer 
Gas  Company  (Mercer),  North  East 
Heat  &  Light  Co.  (North  East) ,  and  the 
Peoples  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Peoples)  and 
to  its  affiliate,  National  Fuel  Gas  Dis¬ 
tribution  Corporation  (Distribution). 
Sales  to  the  non-affiliated  customers  to¬ 
gether  are  said  to  account  for  1.33  per¬ 
cent  of  Applicant’s  total  sales.  Applicant 
alleges  that  Distribution  purchases  at 
$1.33  per  Mcf  subject  to  adjustment,  a 
higher  cost  than  that  of  natural  gas  from 
historic  sources,  synthetic  natural  gas 
(SNG)  from  Ashland  Oil,  Inc.,  and  that 
in  the  future  it  will  purchase  SNG  from 
the  Columbia  Gas  System  and  other 
sources.  Applicant  states  that  the  SNG 
so  purchased  becomes  part  of  the  total 
supply  of  Applicant’s  system. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  gas  to  its 
non-affiliated  customers  both  from  his¬ 
toric  and  supplemental  sources.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  it  would  not  transport 
any  SNG  purchased  by  Distribution,  but 
that  the  SNG  deliveries  would  be  made  by 
displacement.  Applicant  further  states 
that  these  supplemental  supplies  would 
be  on  a  firm  basis  and  not  subject  to  cur¬ 
tailment  except  as  provided  under  Appli¬ 
cant’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  1,  sections  10  and  16  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions.  Applicant  alleges 
that  Mercer,  North  East,  and  Peoples 
have  agreed  to  purchase  the  SNG  on  a 
pro  rata  basis 1  at  the  cost  to  the  system. 
Applicant  states  that  the  supplies  from 
traditional  sources  of  natural  gas  have 
been  declining  since  1971  and  that  the 
supplemental  supply  would  be  used  to 
offset  the  decline  and  minimize  the  cur¬ 
tailments  of  Applicant’s  deliveries  in  the 
future.  Applicant  states  that  it  is  request¬ 
ing  that  this  service  be  authorized  by 
July  1,  1975  and  that  no  facilities  would 


1  The  resultant  annual  volumes  of  supple¬ 
mental  supply  are  said  to  be  as  follows : 


need  to  be  constructed  to  implement  this 
proposal.  No  change  in  delivery  volumes 
is  proposed.  The  iastant  proposal  is  in¬ 
tended,  according  to  Applicant,  to  permit 
the  non-affiliated  customers  to  bear  a 
share  of  the  higher  system  costs  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  10, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with'  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 


Ynitial  animal  supplemen- 

Pro 

tal  supply  (in  thousand 

rata 

cubic  feet) 

(per- 

Reflecting 

Reflecting 

cent) 

Ashland 

Columbia 

supply 

supply 

Mercer  ( las  Co _ 

Nortli  Hast  Heat 

0.22 

38,500 

937 

A-  Light  Co . 

The  Peoples  Nat¬ 
ural  Uas  Co. . 

0.42 

73,500 

1,789 

0.69 

120,750 

2,940 

1.33 

232,750 

5,666 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 
|FR  Doc .75- 17062  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 

(Docket  No.  RP71-125,  PGA75-12] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

PGA  Filing  To  Track  a  Pipeline  Supplier 
Rate  Increase  and  Elimination  of  Spe¬ 
cial  One-Time  PGA  Surcharge 

June  25, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16,  1975, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  Amer¬ 


ica  (Natural)  submitted  for  filing  as  part 
of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1,  Substitute  Twenty-Fourth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  5,  to  be  effective  August  1, 
1975. 

Natural  states  the  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is: 

1.  To  track  the  increased  cost  of  gas  pur¬ 
chased  from  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Colorado)  and  Great  Lakes  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  (Great  Lakes)  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  18.  Purchased  Gas 
Cost  Adjustment,  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  of  Natural's  FPC  Gas  Tariff.  Colo¬ 
rado’s  filing  of  June  6,  1975  and  Great  Lakes’ 
filing  of  June  13,  1975  were  filed  to  reflect 
increase  from  their  suppliers  due  to  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  cost  of  Canadian  gas  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  August  1,  1975. 

2.  To  eliminate  the  special  one-time  PGA 
surcharge  of  3.31  cents  that  became  effective 
February  5,  1975,  as  provided  for  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Opinion  No.  699-G  at  Docket  No. 
R389-B.  This  surcharge  was  designed  to  be 
effective  for  a  six  month  period  from  Febru¬ 
ary  5,  1975;  however,  Natural  is  requesting 
that  the  reduction  become  effective  August  1, 
1975,  to  coincide  with  the  effective  date  of  the 
pipeline  increases  being  tracked  herein. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  16,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-17045  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CS71-6] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO.  AND 
JOHN  L  CRAWFORD 

Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Interventions 

June  24,  1975. 

On  June  23,  1975,  Dow  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany  and  Dan  J.  Harrison,  Jr.,  et  al., 
jointly  filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  time 
for  filing  interventions  fixed  by  notice 
issued  May  30,  1975,  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  matter.  The  motion  states  North¬ 
ern  Natural  Gas  Company  has  been  noti¬ 
fied  and  has  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  for  filing  petitions 
to  intervene  is  extended  to  and  including 
June  30, 1975. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17046  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  CP74-31] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

June  25,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16,  1975, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  (Peti¬ 
tioner),  2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska  68102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74- 
31  a  petition  to  amend  the  order  of  the 
Commission  issued  pursuant  to  section 
7(c)  of  the  Nautral  Gas  Act  in  said 
docket  by  conforming  the  authorization 
granted  therein  to  the  facilities  con¬ 
structed  in  excess  of  authorized  costs, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  peti¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

By  order  issued  October  3,  1973  (50 
FPC  1004),  Petitioner  was  authorized  to 
construct  unspecified  gas  purchase  fa¬ 
cilities  within  the  contemplation  of 
§  157.7(b)  of  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.7(b)). 
Said  facilities  were  not  to  exceed  a  total 
cost  of  $7,000,000  nor  was  any  individ¬ 
ual  project  to  exceed  a  cost  of  $1,000,000. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  constructed  a 
2,000  h.p.  compressor  addition,  estimated 
to  cost  $923,000  but  actually  costing 
$1,174,606,  at  its  Hugoton  Station  and  a 
2,000  h.p.  compressor  addition,  estimated 
to  cost  $924,000  but  actually  costing 
$1,185,631,  at  its  Hemphill  County  No.  2 
gathering  station.  Petitioner  attributes 
the  excess  costs  at  the  Hugoton  station 
to  the  increased  costs  of  labor  and  ma¬ 
terials  and  the  excess  costs  at  the  Hemp¬ 
hill  station  to  increased  costs  of  ma¬ 
terials.  Total  expenditures  for  all  facili¬ 
ties  are  said  to  have  been  $7,293,856. 

Petitioner  requests  that  the  order 
granting  the  authorization  for  the  sub¬ 
ject  facilities  be  amended  to  conform  the 
certificate  to  the  actual  costs. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
July  17,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-17047  Filed  5-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  602] 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 
Issuance  of  Annual  License 

June  24,  1975. 

On  October  31,  1963,  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company,  Licensee  for  Drum- 


Spaulding-Summit  Transmission  Line 
Project  No.  502,  located  in  Nevada 
County,  State  of  California,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  surrender  ot  license.  On  the 
same  date,  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  filed  an  application  for  amendment 
of  license  for  Project  No.  2310.  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  would  incorporate  the 
Drum-Spaulding-Summit  transmission 
line  as  a  part  of  the  license  for  Project 
No.  2310,  to  be  effective  the  date  of  the 
surrender  of  the  license  for  Project  No. 
502. 

The  license  for  Project  No.  502  was 
issued  effective  June  23,  1924,  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  ending  June  23, 1974.  Since  the  orig¬ 
inal  date  of  expiration,  the  project  has 
been  under  annual  license.  In  order  to 
authorize  the  continued  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  project  pending 
Commission  action  on  Licensee’s  appli¬ 
cation  to  surrender  or  the  filing  of  an 
application  for  a  new  license  and  Com¬ 
mission  action  thereon,  it  is  appropriate 
and  in  the  public  interest  to  issue  an 
annual  license  to  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  for  continued  operation  and 
maintenance  of  Project  No.  502. 

Take  notice  that  an  annual  license  is 
issued  to  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (Licensee)  for  the  period  June  24, 
1975,  to  June  23,  1976,  or  until  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  license  for  Project  No.  2310, 
or  the  issuance  of  a  new  license  for  the 
project,  whichever  comes  first,  for  the 
continued  operation  and  maintenance  of 
Drum-Spaulding-Summit  Transmission 
Line  Project  No.  502,  subject  to  the  terms, 
and  conditions  of  its  present  license. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FH  Doc.75-17048  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7777;  (Phase  H)  [ 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates; 

Correction 

June  10,  1975. 

In  the  notice  of  further  extension  of 
procedural  dates,  issued  May  29,  1975, 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  5,  1975,  40  FR  24246,  the  above 
notice  should  be  corrected  to  add  the 
following  service  date: 

Service  of  Staff  Testimony,  August  28,  1975. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17049  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8882] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF 
COLORADO 

Filing  of  Proposed  Stipulation  and 
Agreement  of  Settlement 

June  24,  1975. 

Take  notice  that-on  June  19, 1975,  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Company  of  Colorado  (PSCC) 
tendered  for  filing  a  proposed  Stipulation 
and  Agreement  of  Settlement  which.  If 
approved,  would  dispose  of  all  of  the  is¬ 
sues  In  this  proceeding  with  one  excep¬ 
tion.  The  Agreement  provides  that  cer¬ 
tain  matters  enumerated  therein  which 


pertain  to  PSCC’s  service  to  Intermoun¬ 
tain  Rural  Electric  Association  will  be 
resolved  before  or  during  PSCC’s  next 
general  rate  increase  filing,  to  be  made 
before  December  31,  1975.  PSCC  states 
that  neither  the  Public  Utilities  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Colorado,  nor  Central  Telephone 
and  Utilities  Corporation,  Southern 
Colorado  Power  Division,  the  only  other 
parties  to  this  proceeding,  objects  to  the 
proposed  Agreement. 

Inasmuch  as  the  terms  of  the  Agree¬ 
ment  require  that  the  Commission  waive 
the  notice  requirements  of  its  Regula¬ 
tions,  PSCC  requests  a  waiver  according 
to  said  terms. 

PSCC  states  that  copies  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  Agreement  have  been  sent  to  all 
interested  parties. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §5  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  7,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17050  Filed  6-80-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP7 1-273 [ 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

June  24,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  12,  1975, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company  (Peti¬ 
tioner),  PO.  Box  2563,  Birmingham, 
Alabama  35202,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP71-273  a  petition  to  amend  the  order 
of  the  Commission  Issued  October  8, 1971. 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  by  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  22  additional  injection- 
withdrawal  wells,  3  observation  wells,  2.9 
miles  of  pipeline,  and  various  appurte¬ 
nant  facilities,  in  Muldon  Field,  Monroe 
County,  Mississippi,  to  increase  the  stor¬ 
age  capacity  of  that  field,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Petitioner  requests  authorization  to 
construct  and  operate  22  additional  in¬ 
jection -withdrawal  wells,  3  observation 
wells,  certain  wellhead  measuring  facili¬ 
ties  and  other  ancillary  facilities,  de¬ 
hydration,  regulating  and  measurement 
facilities  at  the  central  plant,  and  1.0 
mile  of  12-inch  pipeline,  0.2  mile  of  10- 
inch  pipeline,  and  1.7  miles  of  8-lnch 
pipeline  to  connect  the  proposed  injec¬ 
tion-withdrawal  wells  with  the  central 
plant.  Petitioner  further  requests  that 
the  order  be  amended  to  authorize  cer- 
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tain  alterations  in  Petitioner's  regulating 
equipment  located  at  its  existing  North 
Main  Line  facilities  near  Brooksvllle 
Junction.  Petitioner  also  requests  au¬ 
thorization  to  increase  the  active  work¬ 
ing  gas  inventory  from  approximately 
42,800,000  Mcf  to  approximately  52,000- 
000  Mcf  which  would  be  available  for 
withdrawal  during  winter  heating  sea¬ 
sons  at  a  maximum  daily  rate  of  ap¬ 
proximately  750,000  Mcf. 

Petitioner  alleges  that  the  proposed 
changes  would  increase  the  maximum 
withdrawal  rate  from  the  Muldon  Field 
during  peak  demand  days  from  approx¬ 
imately  459,000  Mcf  to  approximately 
750,000  Mcf  and  increase  the  working  gas 
capacity  of  the  field  from  approximately 
42,800,000  Mcf  to  approximately  52,000,- 
000  Mcf,  and  that  these  increases  would 
be  accomplished  without  increasing  the 
maximum  inventory  of  gas  stored  in  the 
reservoir  or  additional  compression  fa¬ 
cilities.  Petitioner  estimates  that  the 
costs  of  the  proposed  facilities  would  be 
$15,019,070,  which  would  be  paid  from 
cash  on  hand  and  from  Petitioner’s  credit 
sources. 

Petitioner  alleges  that  the  proposed 
facilities  would  further  assist  Petitioner 
In  serving  its  Priority  1  and  2  require¬ 
ments  during  winter  heating  seasons. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
July  14,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission's  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

JFR  Doc.75-17061  Filed  6-30-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP75-163] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

June  23,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  14,  1975, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company  (Peti¬ 
tioner),  P.O.  Box  2563,  Birmingham, 
Alabama  35202,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
163  a  petition  to  amend  its  application 
of  November  26,  1974,  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  construction  of  certain  facili¬ 
ties,  to  wit  approximately  1%  miles  of 
18-inch  pipeline  and  one  3,600  h.p.  com¬ 
pressor  In  St.  Mary  Parish  near  Shady- 
side,  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  In  the  petition  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 


Petitioner  alleges  that  It  has  filed  a 
general  rate  Increase  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  anti¬ 
cipates  that  the  rate  increase  will  become 
effective  on  October  16,  1975.  As  a  result 
of  this  increase.  Petitioner  states  that 
the  cost  of  service  for  the  subject  facili¬ 
ties  would  increase. 

The  application  of  November  26,  1974. 
indicates  that  the  incremental  cost  of 
service  for  the  subject  facilities  for  the 
first  three  years  of  operation  would  be 
$597,781,  $572,546  and  $549,584,  respec¬ 
tively;  and  the  instant  petition  indicates 
that  the  incremental  cost  of  service  after 
the  rate  increase  for  the  first  three  years 
of  operation  would  be  $953,609,  $905,707 
and  $860,176,  respectively. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
July  2,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.75-17052  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 


|  Docket  No.  RP74— 41,  PGA  75-9] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
June  24,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  on  June,  1975  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  proposed  changes  In  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Fourth  Revised  Volume 
No.  1,  the  following  sheets: 

Thirteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  14 
Thirteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  14A 
Thirteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  14B 
Thirteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  14C 
Thirteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  14D 

These  sheets  are  issued  pursuant  to  the 
purchased  gas  cost  adjustment  provision 
contained  in  section  23  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  Texas  Eastern’s 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Fourth  Revised  Volume 
No.  1.  The  change  in  Texas  Eastern  rates 
proposed  by  this  filing  reflects  changes  in 
the  cost  of  gas  purchased  from  two  of 
Texas  Eastern’s  pipeline  suppliers, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company  and 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation. 
The  proposed  effective  date  of  the  above 
tariff  sheets  is  August  1,  1975. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  company’s  jurisdictional  customers 
and  Interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 


Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  14,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-17053  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am| 

(Docket  Nos.  RP74-25,  RP72-156,  PGA75-2, 

PGA75-2A] 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Order  Setting  Date  for  Hearing 

June  17,  1975. 

On  June  13,  1974,  Texas  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (Texas  Gas)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  proposed  tariff  sheet 1 
providing  for  a  purchased  gas  cost  ad¬ 
justment  (PGA)  rate  increase.  Commis¬ 
sion  review  of  the  June  13  filing  indi¬ 
cated  that  Texas  Gas  was  making  emer¬ 
gency  purchases  from  eleven  producers 
at  rates  above  the  national  rate  estab¬ 
lished  by  Opinion  No.  699  *  at  that  time. 
By  order  of  July  31,  1974,  Docket  No. 
RP72-156,  the  Commission  found  that 
the  claimed  increased  costs  not  pertain¬ 
ing  to  emergency  purchases  at  rates  in 
excess  of  Opinion  No.  699  levels  were 
justified,  but  that  those  pertaining  to 
such  emergency  purchases  should  be  sus¬ 
pended  for  one  day  until  August  2,  1974. 

Texas  Gas  on  December  26,  1974,  filed 
settlement  rates  approved  by  order 
issued  December  20,  1974,  in  Docket  No. 
RP74-25,  adjusted  to  reflect  and  super¬ 
sede  the  cumulative  effect  of  PGA  rate 
Increase  filings  made  by  it  December  16 
and  23,  1974.*  By  order  of  January  31, 
1975,  Docket  Nos.  RP74-25,  RP72-156, 
PGA75-2,  and  PGA75-2A,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  found  that  the  claimed  costs  of  the 
December  26  filing  other  than  those  as¬ 
sociated  with  emergency  purchases  at 
rates  in  excess  of  Opinion  No.  699-H 
levels  were  Justified,  but  that  those  as¬ 
sociated  with  such  emergency  purchases 
should  be  suspended  for  one  day  until 
February  2,  1975. 

Texas  Gas’  PGA  rate  increase  filings 
in  the  instant  dockets,  discussed  above, 
raise  a  question  as  to  whether  the  in- 


1  Tenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  7  to  FPC  Gas 
Tariff  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 

*  Opinion  No.  699,  Docket  No.  R-389-B, 
Opinion  And  Order  Prescribing  Uniform  Na¬ 
tional  Rate  For  Sales  Of  Natural  Gas  Pro¬ 
duced  From  Wells  Commenced  On  Or  After 
January  1,  1973,  And  New  Dedications  of 
Natural  Gas  To  Interstate  Commerce  On  Or 
After  January  1,  1973,  issued  Jure  21,  1974. 
That  opinion  was  modified  by  Opinion  No. 
699-H  Issued  December  4, 1974. 

•  Fifth  Substitute  Tenth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
7  to  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 
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creased  costs  claimed  therein  relating  to 
emergency  gas  purchases  at  rates  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  Opinion  No.  699-H  levels  are 
justified.4 

We  indicated  in  Order  No.  491-B  is¬ 
sued  November  2,  1973.  mimeo  p.  13.  that 
we  would  “scrutinize  the  rates  of  all  180 
day  emergency  purchases  in  the  review 
of  purchased  gas  costs  in  pipeline  rate 
proceedings,  including  purchased  gas  ru 
adjustment  clause  increases.”  We  made 
it  clear  that  we  would  “permit  the  pipe¬ 
line  to  pass  on  to  the  consumer  the  rates 
of  emergency  purchases  only  when  such 
rates  can  be  shown  to  have  been  required 
by  the  public  interest.”  Accordingly,  we 
are  setting  these  matters  for  hearing  to 
give  Texas  Gas  an  opportunity  to  show 
that  the  prices  paid  by  it  for  emergency 
sales  made  by  producers  pursuant  to 
Order  No.  491  as  amended,  which  are 
reflected  in  its  PGA  increases,  are  in  the 
public  interest.  In  this  connection  we 
shall  also  make  the  producers  involved 
respondents  herein  so  that  they  may 
present  project  cost  evidence  to  show 
that  the  rates  charged  by  them  are  in  the 
public  interest.5  These  producers  are 
listed  on  the  Appendix  hereto. 

Cost  evidence  relating  to  the  producer 
sales  under  Order  No.  491  can  clearly 
provide  the  basis  for  “just  and  reason¬ 
able”  rate  findings.  “F.P.C.  v.  Texaco 
Inc.”,  417  U.S.  380  ( 1974  > .  It  follows  then, 
that  the  producer  should  introduce  rele¬ 
vant  evidence  of  the  cost  involved  in  its 
sale.  Such  evidence  shall  be  considered 
together  with  all  other  material  evidence 
which  would  support  a  finding  of  a  just 
and  reasonable  rate  in  excess  of  the  na¬ 
tional  rate. 

The  cost  evidence  submitted  by  the 
producer  should  include,  inter  alia,  the 
direct  and  indirect  costs,  including  the 
cost  of  all  capital  funds  reasonably  al¬ 
located  to  its  sale.  In  addition,  the  pro¬ 
ducer  should  indicate  the  price  for  which 
the  subject  gas  is  now  being  sold,  whether 
in  intrastate  or  interstate  commerce. 

The  pipeline  should  submit  evidence 
as  to  (1)  its  need  for  the  gas,  (2)  the 
availability  of  other  gas  supplies,  <3)  the 
amount  of  gas  purchased  from  the  pro¬ 
ducer  involved  under  the  emergency  pro¬ 
visions  of  Order  No.  491,  as  amended,  (4) 
the  rates  of  other  producer  sales  under 
Order  No.  491  approved  for  flow  through, 
and  <5)  the  prevailing  prices  in  the  area 
for  both  interstate  and  intrastate  sales 
of  gas. 

Finally,  the  parties  may  submit  any 
other  evidence  relevant  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  determination  of  whether  the  rates 
paid  by  the  pipeline  with  respect  to  sales 
under  Order  No.  491,  as  amended,  are  in 
the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  necessary 


*  There  Is  no  need  for  Texas  Gas  to  present 
any  evidence  with  respect  to  those  emergency 
sales  reflected  In  its  filing  In  Docket  No. 
RP72-156,  which  exceed  the  rate  established 
In  Opinion  No.  699  but  do  not  exceed  the 
higher  rate  prescribed  In  Opinion  No.  699-H 
to  be  effective  as  of  June  21,  1974. 

*  Under  Order  No.  491*-B  producers  are  not 
required  to  make  any  refunds. 


and  in  the  public  interest  that  the  above - 
docketed  proceeding  be  set  for  hearing. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  sections  4,  5,  7,  14  and  16 
thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure,  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  Ch. 
I),  Docket  Nos.  RP74-25,  RP72-156, 
PGA75-2,  and  PGA75-2A,  are  set  for  the 
purpose  of  hearing  and  disposition  with 
respect  to  the  emergency  purchases  of 
Texas  Gas  discussed  in  the  body  of  this 
order. 

(B)  A  public  hearing  on  the  issues  pre¬ 
sented  herein  shall  be  held  commencing 
on  July  30,  1975,  at  10  a.m.  (EDT)  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington.  D.C.  20426. 

»C)  The  producers  listed  on  the  Ap¬ 
pendix  hereto  are  hereby  made  respond¬ 
ents  in  this  proceeding. 

<D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR  3.5 
(d) )  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in  this 
proceeding  pursuant  to  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

<E )  Texas  Gas  and  the  producers  listed 
in  the  Appendix  shall  file  their  direct  tes¬ 
timony  and  evidence  on  or  before  July  16, 
1975.  All  testimony  and  evidence  shall  be 
served  upon  the  Presiding  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge,  the  Commission  Staff, 
and  all  parties. 

By  the  Commission. 


TsealI  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 


Rate 

Producer  resix>ndei}ts:  cents 

Texas  Gas  Explor.  Co _  65 

Quintana  Prod.  Co _  60 

Robert  J.  Hewitt _  60 

North  Am.  Royalties,  Inc _  60 

Wayne  J.  Spears _  60 

Huisache  Operating  Co _ _ _ 66.  66 


|FR  Doc  75-17063  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9385] 

UNION  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Compliance  Filing 

June  23,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16,  1975,  the 
Missouri  Utilities  Company  (Missouri) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Certificate  of  Con¬ 
currence  asserting  to  and  concurring 
with  the  supplement  to  its  electric  serv¬ 
ice  agreement  filed  by  Union  Electric 
Company  (Union)  in  this  proceeding  on 
April  17,  1975.  This  filing  is  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  deficiency  letter  from  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
dated  May  13, 1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 


such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  July  3,  1975.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17055  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP74-20,  RP74-83] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Conference 

June  23,  |975. 

Take  notice  that  on  Tuesday,  July  1, 
1975,  a  conference  of  all  interested  par¬ 
ties  in  the  above-referenced  dockets  will 
be  convened  at  11  a.m.,  in  Room  5200  at 
the  offices  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

The  conference  will  be  held  pursuant 
to  §  1.18  (Conferences,  Offers  of  Settle¬ 
ment)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  <18  CFR  1.8).  Cus¬ 
tomers  and  other  interested  persons  will 
be  permitted  to  attend,  but  if  such  per¬ 
sons  have  not  previously  been  permitted 
to  intervene  by  order  of  the  Commission, 
such  attendance  at  the  conference  will 
not  be  deemed  to  authorize  such  inter¬ 
vention  as  a  party  in  the  proceedings. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  1.18  of  the  Rules,  all  parties  will 
be  expected  to  come  fully  prepared  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  all  issues  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  United  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Company’s  proposed  tariff  changes, 
any  procedural  matters  preparatory  to  a 
full  evidentiary  hearing,  or  to  make 
commitments  with  respect  to  such  issues 
and  any  offers  of  settlement  or  stipula¬ 
tions  discussed  at  the  conference. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17056  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP74-94] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Reopening  Record  and  Establishing 
Procedures  To  Consider  Proposed  Settle¬ 
ment 

June  17,  1975. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
May  8,  1975,  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany  (United)  filed  with  the  Commission 
a  motion  pursuant  to  §  1.12  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
for  an  order  which  would  reopen  the  rec¬ 
ord  in  the  captioned  proceeding  for  the 
limited  purpose  of  admitting  and  con¬ 
sidering  certain  proposed  settlement 
agreements,  gas  purchase  contracts, 
guaranty  agreements  and  releases  sub¬ 
mitted  therewith  and  collectively  desig¬ 
nated  as  “Appendix  A”.  United  repre¬ 
sents  that  its  motion  has  the  full  support 
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of  Billy  J.  McCombs,  R.  James  Stillings, 
d/b/a  Gastill  Company,  David  A.  Ons- 
gard,  Basin  Petroleum  Corporation,  E.  I. 
du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Company  and  Bill 
Forney  (collectively  designated  as  the 
McCombs  Group) ;  Louis  H.  Haring,  Jr. 
(Haring)  and  National  Exploration  Com¬ 
pany  (NEC),  all  respondents  herein.  No 
answers  have  been  filed  although  the 
time  for  doing  so  has  expired. 

United  asserts  in  support  of  its  motion 
that  on  October  9,  1973,  it  filed  a  com¬ 
plaint  in  Docket  No.  CP74t794  against  the 
members  of  the  McCombs  Group  (except 
Mr.  Forney,  who  was  made  a  respond¬ 
ent  later) ,  Haring  and  NEC  alleging,  in 
substance,  that  they  were  violating  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  by  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  intra¬ 
state  commerce  from  the  Butler  B  lease 
in  Goliad  and  Karnes  Counties,  Texas, 
which  acreage  had  been  dedicated  to 
United  in  interstate  commerce  under  a 
gas  purchase  contract  dated  April  29, 
1953  (the  1953  Contract),  between 
United  and  Mrs.  Bee  Quin,  individually 
and  as  independent  executrix  of  the 
estate  of  W.  R.  Quin,  pursuant  to  certifi¬ 
cates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
issued  by  the  Commission  in  Docket  Nos. 
G-2997  and  0-2998.  United  asserts,  fur¬ 
ther,  that  it  requested  that  the  respond¬ 
ents  be  ordered  to  deliver  to  it  all  gas 
produced  from  or  attributable  to  the 
Butler  B  lease,  and  that  they  be  required 
to  deliver  to  it  volumes  equivalent  to 
those  previously  produced  from  or  at¬ 
tributable  to  such  lease.  United  asserts, 
still  further,  that  the  respondents  denied 
its  claims;  that  the  Commission  insti¬ 
tuted  a  proceeding  by  order  dated  No¬ 
vember  27,  1973,  for  the  purpose  of  in¬ 
vestigating  its  complaint;  that  hearings 
were  held  before  an  administrative  law 
judge  who  issued  an  initial  decision  on 
April  26,  1974;  and  that  exceptions  were 
filed  by  all  parties  which  are  now  pend¬ 
ing  before  the  Commission. 

Additionally,  United  asserts  that 
nearly  two  years  of  settlement  efforts  by 
all  parties  have  resulted  in  the  execution 
of  three  settlement  agreements  which 
are  Intended  to  resolve  all  controversies 
existing  between  United  and  each  of  the 
three  groups  in  this  proceeding — the 
McCombs  Group,  Haring  (which  is  now 
said  to  be  the  Haring  Group)  and  NEC. 
United  asserts,  further,  that  effectiveness 
of  all  of  the  agreements  is  specifically 
conditioned  on  approval  in  their  entirety 
stances  of  the  agreements,  which  cover 
future  sales  of  gas  from  the  Butler  B 
lease  and  other  acreage,  may  be  sum¬ 
marized  as  follows : 

United-Haring  Agreement 

United  and  H&rlng  have  agreed  to  amend 
certain  portions  of  the  1953  Contract  includ¬ 
ing  the  minimum  volume,  measurement, 
pricing  and  tax  reimbursement  provisions 
thereof.  The  amended  agreement  provides 
for  the  sale  to  United  of  gas  produced  from 
that  portion  of  the  Butler  B  lease  to  which 
Haring  holds  title  at  a  price  of  60  cents  per 
Mcf  through  November  1,  1976,  with  one 
cent  annual  escalations  thereafter.  Such 
sales  will  be  made  by  Haring  under  his 
existing  small  producer  certificate  Issued 
in  Docket  No.  CS72-778. 


United -NEC  Agreement 

United  and  NEC  have  entered  Into  a  new 
gas  purchase  contract  covering  gas  pro¬ 
duced  from  and  attributable  to  NEC’s  in¬ 
terest  In  the  Butler  B  lease,  subject  to  the 
reservation  by  NEC  of  sufficient  gas  for 
development  and  operation  of  its  Butler  B 
leasehold,  the  processing,  treating  or  com¬ 
pressing  of  gas  produced  from  such  lease¬ 
hold,  and  the  supplying  of  gas  to  Its  lessors. 
The  contract  calls  for  a  price  of  60  cents  per 
Mcf  through  November  1,  1975,  with  one 
cent  annual  escalations  thereafter.  NEC  In¬ 
tends  to  make  this  sale  under  Its  small 
producer  certificate  issued  in  Docket  No. 
CS7 1—484.  This  new  gas  purchase  contract 
completely  supersedes  the  1953  Contract  ex¬ 
cept  for  any  and  all  obligations  of  warranty 
owed  to  United  with  respect  to  gas  delivered 
thereunder. 

Unwed-McCombs  Group  Agreement 

The  McCombs  Group  agrees  to  make 
available  for  delivery  to  United  quantities  of 
gas  not  to  exceed  8.5  Bcf,  produced  from  the 
following  wells:  (1)  Basin  Petroleum  Corp. 
No.  1  Marie  Fruge  Well,  N.W.  Chalkley  Field, 
Calcasieu  Parish,  Louisiana;  (2)  Basin  Petro¬ 
leum  Corp.  No.  1  Miami  Corp.  Well,  Bayou 
Sale  Field,  St.  Marys  Parish,  Louisiana;  (3) 
Bill  Forney  No.  1  Wychopen  Well,  Unnamed 
Field,  Wharton  County,  Texas;  (4)  Bill 
Forney  No.  1  Hutchins -Pearson  Well,  Un¬ 
named  Field,  Wharton  County,  Texas;  (6) 
Bill  Forney  No.  3  B.  C.  Butler  et  al  Well, 
McCasklll  Field,  Karnes  County,  Texas,  only 
Insofar  as  the  gas  may  be  produced  from  the 
Wilcox  M-l,  M-2,  and  M-2A  zones.  The  Bill 
Forney  No.  3  well  Is  the  only  McCombs 
Group  well  physically  located  on  the  Butler 
B  lease.  In  addition,  each  member  of  the 
McCombs  Group  severally  executed  a  guar¬ 
anty  that  within  three  years  from  the  date 
these  agreements  become  effective  following 
Commission  approval  each  shall  spend  not 
less  than  his  proportionate  share  of  $500,000 
In  the  exploration  for  additional  reserves  of 
gas  In  areas  where  such  gas  could  be  de¬ 
livered,  either  directly  or  by  exchange  to 
United.  Any  such  reserves  would  be  sold  to 
United  until  a  total  of  8.5  Bcf  of  gas  has 
been  sold  and  delivered  to  United  by  the 
McCombs  Group. 

As  part  of  this  settlement,  United  and 
the  McCombs  Group  has  executed  gas 
purchase  contracts  covering  the  sale  of 
gas  from  the  above-mentioned  wells. 
Basically,  these  agreements  provide  that 
the  McCombs  Group  will  arrange  and 
pay  for  delivery  of  gas  to  United’s  system 
from  these  wells  and  will  charge  therefor 
60  cents  per  Mcf  through  November  1, 
1975  with  one  cent  per  Mcf  annual  esca¬ 
lations  thereafter.  Each  of  the  contracts 
provides  for  a  reservation  of  gas  by  the 
McCombs  Group  identical  to  that  con¬ 
tained  in  the  NEC  contract.  Each  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  McCombs  Group  proposes  to 
sell  gas  to  United  under  existing  small 
producer  certificates  issued  in  Docket 
Nos.  CS71-1119,  CS72-338,  CS72-578, 
CS72-609,  and  CS72-611. 

As  conditions  precedent  to  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  United-McCombs  Group 
agreements,  the  parties  would  require 
that  the  Commission  (1)  authorize  the 
McCombs  Group  to  make  the  sales  con¬ 
templated  by  the  gas  purchase  agree¬ 
ments  under  existing  small  producer  cer¬ 
tificates,  (2)  authorize  the  McCombs 
Group  to  increase  the  rates  provided  for 
in  the  gas  purchase  agreements  on  the 
terms  contained  therein  or  state  that 


such  authority  otherwise  exists,  (3)  per¬ 
mit. pre-granted  abandonment  of  service 
to  United  at  such  time  as  an  aggregate 
of  8.5  Bcf  of  gas  has  been  delivered  to 
United  under  any  (me  or  more  of  the  gas 
purchase  agreements,  and  any  other 
agreement  providing  for  gas  to  be  sold  to 
United  as  contemplated  by  the  settle¬ 
ment,  and  (4)  amends  its  regulations  to 
provide  that  a  rate  of  at  least  150  per¬ 
cent  of  the  Commission-determined  base 
ceiling  rate  applicable  to  a  comparable 
large  producer  sale  may  be  charged  and 
received  by  a  small  producer  and  paid  by 
the  purchaser,  as  the  lawful,  just,  and 
reasonable  rate  provided  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

While  United  asserts  that  further 
hearings  in  this  matter  would  not  serve 
any  useful  purpose,  the  Commission  finds 
that  the  record  in  this  proceeding  should 
be  reopened  for  the  fimited  purpose  of 
admitting  and  considering  the  docu¬ 
ments  designated  as  Appendix  A,  that  a 
further  hearing  should  be  held  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  and  considering  evi¬ 
dence  to  support  the  proposed  settlement 
embraced  by  Appendix  A  fully  on  its 
merits  and  that  the  presiding  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge  should  thereafter  cer¬ 
tify  to  us  the  proposed  settlement  to¬ 
gether  with  the  record  and  his  initial  de¬ 
cision  thereon. 

Any  persons  desiring  to  protest  the 
proposed  settlement  or  to  be  heard  in 
connection  therewith  should  file  protests 
or  petitions  to  intervene  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  9  1.10  or  9  1.8,  respectively,  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  18  CFR  1.10  or  1.8,  respec¬ 
tively,  on  or  before  July  16, 1975.  All  duly 
filed  protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
administrative  law  judge  and  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  participate  as  parties 
in  the  further  hearing  must  become  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceeding  by  filing  petitions 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  §  1.8  of 
the  Commission’s  rules.  Appendix  A  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection. 

The  parties  shall  file  their  direct  evi¬ 
dence  to  support  the  proposed  settlement 
together  with  their  Initial  comments 
thereon  on  or  before  July  16,  1975.  Re¬ 
buttal  evidence  and  reply  comments,  if 
any,  shall  be  filed  by  July  30,  1975.  The 
presiding  administrative  law  judge  shall 
establish  further  procedural  dates. 

The  Commission  finds.  Good  cause 
exists  for  reopening  the  record  In  this 
proceeding  for  the  limited  purpose  of  ad¬ 
mitting,  supporting  and  considemig  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  described  herein. 

The  Commission  orders.  Public  notice 
of  the  filing  of  the  proposed  settlement 
embraced  by  Appendix  A  described  herein 
and  of  this  action  shall  be  given  and 
published  forthwith,  and  the  record  in 
this  proceeding  is  reopened  for  the  lim¬ 
ited  purpose  of  admitting,  supporting  and 
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considering  Appendix  A  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  established  herein. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary.  . 

[FR  Doc.75-17057  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP73-94,  etc.] 

VALLEY  GAS  TRANSMISSION,  INC.  AND 
TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

Order  Prescribing  Procedures 

June  17,  1975. 

The  Commission  Staff  on  April  18, 
1975,  moved  the  Commission  for  an  order 

(1)  severing  the  rate  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  RP73-94  from  the  other  con¬ 
solidated  proceedings,  (2)  denying  with¬ 
drawal  of  a  petition  to  amend  filed  by 
Valley  Gas  Transmission,  Inc.  (Valley) 
in  Docket  No.  G-19618,  (3)  requiring  Val¬ 
ley  to  show  cause  why  it  should  not  be 
held  in  violation  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  dedicating  gas  reserves  twice  over, 
(4)  requiring  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline 
Company,  a  division  of  Tenneco,  Inc., 
(Tennessee)  to  show  cause  why  it  should 
not  be  held  in  violation  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  receiving  gas  dedicated  to 
Natural  Fuel  Gas  Company  (NFG),  (5), 
requiring  Tennessee  to  show  cause  why 
It  should  not  be  required  to  pay  back  to 
NFG  74.69  Bcf  of  natural  gas  wrongly 
diverted,  and  (6)  vacating  hearings 
previously  ordered.  Answers  opposing  the 
Staff’s  motion  in  whole  or  in  part  were 
filed  on  or  about  May  5,  1975,  by  Valley, 
Tennessee,  NFG,  Consolidated  Gas  Sup¬ 
ply  Corporation,  Bay  State  Gas  Company 
et  al.,  and  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Company. 

Docket  No.  RP73-94  arose  from  a  rate 
increase  filing  by  Valley  and  involved  a 
proposed  purchased  gas  cost  adjustment 
provision.  Tennessee  is  authorized  by 
Commission  orders  in  Docket  Nos.  CP63- 
247  (29  FPC  1000)  and  CP75-93  (33  FPC 
617)  to  transport  for  NFG  up  to  34,810 
Mcf  of  gas  per  day  (14.73  psia),  which 
gas  is  purchased  by  NFG  from  Valley 
under  Commission  orders  in  Docket  Nos. 
CP63-270  (30  FPC  349)  and  CP65-123 
(33  FPC  617).  Various  filings  were  made 
In  these  several  certificate  dockets  and 
In  Docket  No.  CP75-53  to  carry  out  a 
proposed  settlement  agreement  dated 
July  8,  1974,  relating  to  the  supply  and 
delivery  of  gas  to  Tennessee  and  NFG. 

In  an  order  of  December  27,  1974,  the 
Commission  considered  the  proposed  1974 
settlement.  It  found  that  Tennessee’s 
customers  in  Docket  No.  RP73-94  were 
taken  somewhat  by  surprise  and  that  the 
rate  proceeding  should  be  consolidated 
with  the  certificate  proceedings,  and  It 
remanded  the  settlement  and  the  six  cer¬ 
tificate  filings  so  that  a  record  could  be 
formed  and  the  public  interest  deter¬ 
mined. 

Subsequently  on  March  6,  1975,  the 
parties  entered  into  a  new  settlement 
agreement  providing  as  follows : 

(1)  All  of  the  Luby  and  Petronilla 
Field  reserves  available  to  Valley  under  a 
contract  with  Pan  American  Petroleum 
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Corporation  were  dedicated  ab  initio  to 

NFG; 

(2)  The  entire  balance  of  the  Luby 
and  Petronilla  Field  reserves  estimated 
at  40  Bcf  is  committed  by  Valley  to  NFG; 

(3)  The  existing  sales  contract  dated 
March  27,  1963  between  NFG  and  Valley, 
which  is  the  basis  of  the  certificate  in 
Docket  No.  CP63-270,  will  be  terminated; 

(4)  The  sales  contract  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  23,  1964,  between  NFG  and  Valley 
that  is  the  basis  of  the  certificate  rate  in 
Docket  No.  CP65-123  will  be  amended  so 
that  NFG  will  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  gas 
produced  from  the  reserves.  Further 
Valley  dedicated  its  reserves  and  suf¬ 
ficient  additional  reserves  to  bring  ag¬ 
gregated  daily  deliveries  up  to  35,000 
Mcf. 

(5)  Valley  will  cause  its  affiliate,  HNG 
Fossil  Fuels  Company,  to  sell  to  NFG  all 
of  its  interest  in  gas  from  certain  offshore 
reserves. 

(6)  NFG  and  Tennessee  will  execute 
agreements  for  the  transportation  of  the 
gas  sold  by  Valley  and  Fossil  Fuels  to 
NFG. 

(7)  Tennessee  will  pay  back  to  NFG  a 
total  of  29.2  Bcf  of  Natural  Gas,  but  this 
will  be  reduced  by  deliveries  in  excess  of 
35,000  Mcf  a  day  to  NFG. 

As  a  result  of  the  proposed  settlement, 
Tennessee  withdrew  its  application  of 
August  23,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  CP75-53 
and  in  that  docket  now  requests  author¬ 
ization  to  sell  to  NFG  9,946  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day  so  as  to  effect  the  pay-back 
deliveries.  Tennessee  also  withdrew  its 
application  filed  the  same  date  in  Docket 
Nos.  CP63-247  and  CP65-93  covering 
the  transportation  gas  and  submits  a 
request  that  the  transportation  volume 
be  reduced  from  34,810  to  14,919  Mcf 
per  day.  In  addition  Valley  withdrew 
its  applications  filed  August  13,  1974,  In 
Docket  Nos.  G-19618,  CP63-270  and  CP 
65-123.  In  CP63-270  Valley  seeks  to 
abandon  sales  to  NFG  of  24,864  Mcf  per 
day  and  in  CP65-123  to  consolidate  all 
of  its  sales  to  NFG  under  one  certificate. 

We  can  consider  the  Staff’s  several 
requests  as  follows: 

(1)  Severing  Docket  No.  RP73-94  from 
the  ceritficate  cases — The  Staff  contends 
that  the  certificate  matters  are  inappro¬ 
priate  for  consolidation  with  the  original 
rate  proceedings  and  should  be  severed. 
It  says  that  severance  is  advisable  in  view 
of  questions  raised  by  the  parties  and 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge  concern¬ 
ing  the  relationship  between  Valley’s 
purchased  gas  adjustment  sought  in 
Docket  No.  RP73-94  and  the  present  pro¬ 
ceedings.  No  party  except  Columbia 1  ob¬ 
jects,  and  we  agree  with  the  Staff  that 
the  rate  case  should  be  severed  from  the 
certificate  cases. 

(2)  Denying  withdrawal  of  the  petition 
to  amend  Valley’s  certificate  in  Docket 
No.  G-19618 — Valley  says  that  its  peti¬ 
tion  to  amend  the  certificate  in  Docket 


‘In  Its  answer  Columbia  says  that  the 
Staff  intends  to  Bplinter  the  present  pro¬ 
ceedings  into  a  number  of  proceedings  which 
will  require  independent  determination.  The 
Staff  asked  only  that  Docket  No.  RP73-94  be 
severed  from  the  other  proceedings. 


No.  G-19618  is  designed  to  carry  out  the 
1974  settlement  by  shifting  gas  produc¬ 
tion  from  NFG  to  Tennessee,  but  under 
the  1975  settlement  the  reserves  dedi¬ 
cated  to  NFG  will  remain  dedicated  to 
NFG,  so  that  the  Commission  should  per¬ 
mit  Valley  to  withdraw  its  petition  to 
amend  in  Docket  No.  G-19618.  The  Staff 
says,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  petition 
to  clarify  the  reserve  dedications  of  Val¬ 
ley  to  Tennessee  forms  a  part  of  the 
issues  in  this  docket  and  should  accord¬ 
ingly  be  retained  to  permit  continued 
examination  of  Docket  No.  G-19618.  We 
agree  with  this  view  and  deny  with¬ 
drawal  of  the  petition. 

(3)  (4)  Orders  to  show  cause  as  to 
why  Valley  and  Tennessee  should  not  be 
held  in  violation  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act — Staff  takes  the  position  that  no 
activities  in  violation  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  can  be  concealed  by  settlement  and 
that  under  the  present  factual  situation 
Staff  is  unable  to  enter  into  any  agree¬ 
ment  to  conceal  these  activities.  Staff 
says  that  Valley  has  apparently  made  an 
overlapping  dedication  in  Docket  No.  G- 
19618  and  CP63-270  between  Tennessee 
and  NFG.  Also  Tennessee  with  knowl¬ 
edge  of  Valley’s  letter  dedicating  reserves 
to  it  nevertheless  undertook  a  transpor¬ 
tation  agreement  in  Docket  No.  CP63- 
247  to  deliver  gas  to  NFG,  and  continued 
to  deliver  the  amounts  specified  in  the 
docket  by  making  up  shortages  from  the 
Luby  and  Yeary  Fields  without  certificate 
authority. 

Valley  denies  Staff’s  allegations.  It 
says  that  it  made  a  limited  dedication  in 
the  Petronilla  Field  to  Tennessee  and  a 
specific  dedication  to  NFG  and  that  this 
did  not  constitute  the  dedication  of  the 
same  reserves  twice,  nor  an  overlapping 
dedication,  but  assuming  an  overlapping 
dedication,  it  was  wholly  inadvertent. 

Tennessee  argues  that  all  of  the  gas 
sold  to  NFG  or  Tennessee  is  carried  by 
the  Tennessee  system  in  any  case,  and 
that  if  gas  should  have  been  sold  to  NFG 
but  was  sold  to  Tennessee,  it  would  have 
been  used  for  the  benefit  of  all  of  Ten¬ 
nessee’s  customers.  Including  NFG. 

While  we  understand  these  conten¬ 
tions,  the  record  shows  a  controversy 
over  the  dedication  of  the  Valley  reserves 
and  some  indication  that  shifting  of  re¬ 
serves  between  NFG  and  Tennessee  have 
occurred  without  Commission  approval. 
W®  are  of  the  opinion,  therefore,  that  the 
whole  matter  should  be  examined 
through  the  issuance  of  an  order  to 
show  cause  directed  to  Valley  and  Ten¬ 
nessee.  We  think  the  show  cause  issues 
should  be  heard  separately  from  the  is¬ 
sues  arising  from  the  certificate  applica¬ 
tions  and  the  proposed  settlement. 
Therefore  we  shall  designate  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  relating  to  the  certificates  and 
settlement  as  Phase  I  and  the  proceed¬ 
ings  relating  to  the  show  cause  issues  as 
Phase  II. 

(5)  Order  to  show  cause  why  Tennes¬ 
see  should  not  pay  back  74.69  Bcf  to 
NFG — The  Staff  cites  proposed  testi¬ 
mony  of  NFG’s  witness  that  through 
February  1973,  Tennessee  received  up¬ 
wards  of  74.69  Bcf  of  natural  gas  from 
the  Petronilla  Fields  that  was  dedicated 
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to  NFG.  StafE  suggests  that  this  testi¬ 
mony  be  deemed  a  complaint  and  that 
an  order  be  issued  directing  Tennessee 
to  show  cause  why  it  should  not  be  di¬ 
rected  to  pay  back  up  to  74.69  Bcf  of 
natural  gas  to  NFG. 

Valley  contends  that  focusing  on  the 
74.69  Bcf  figure  overlooks  the  agreement 
of  Valley’s  affiliate,  HNG  Fossil  Fuels 
Company  to  dedicate  to  NFG  production 
from  seven  offshore  tracts.  Moreover, 
Valley  asserts  that  the  74.69  Bcf  is  a  fig¬ 
ure  for  which  there  is  no  explanation  in 
the  record.  Tennessee  contends  that  NFG 
has  agreed  to  accept  29.2  Bcf,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee’s  customers  should  not  be  forced 
to  give  up  the  74.69  Bcf. 

The  Bay  State  Group  contends  that 
the  Staff’s  motion  would  prejudice  the 
question  of  pay-back  and  would  put  a 
much  heavier  burden  on  Tennessee  and 
its  customers  than  the  parties  had  agreed 
upon.  Consolidated  Gas  says  that  it  is 
Tennessee’s  customers  who  will  suffer  the 
real  burden  of  the  pay-back  and  it  is  im¬ 
proper  to  shift  the  burden  to  Tennessee 
to  show  why  74.69  Bcf  of  gas  should  not 
be  diverted  from  its  other  customers  to 
NFG.  Columbia  Gas  would  not  prolong 
the  litigation  over  liability. 

In  our  opinion  the  question  of  how 
much  gas,  if  any,  has  been  diverted  from 
NFG  to  Tennessee  is  a  question  that 
should  be  investigated  in  Phase  I  in  de¬ 
termining  whether  the  1975  settlement 
and  any  payback  associated  with  that 
settlement  is  appropriate  and  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest.  We  expect  the  presiding 
Judge  to  address  the  certificate  issues 
concerning  the  diversion,  including  what 
customers  were  given  an  advantage  by 
the  diversion  and  what  customers  would 
be  injured  by  payback.  Because  the  pay¬ 
back  question  is  the  subject  of  Phase  I  as 
provided  below,  we  shall  not  include  it  in 
our  order  to  show  cause.  Our  action  is 
without  prejudice  to  its  renewal  in  Phase 
II  should  Phase  I  fail  to  reach  a  satis¬ 
factory  resolution  of  the  diversion  and 
payback  issues. 

(6)  Vacating  hearings  previously  or¬ 
dered — No  respondent  agreed  with  this 
suggestion;  Valley  and  NFG  objected  to 
it  specifically.  Since  some  of  the  record 
already  made  relates  to  the  reserve  dedi¬ 
cation,  we  do  not  believe  it  should  be 
wiped  out  and  proceedings  begun  anew. 
Rather  we  believe  that  the  show  cause 
matters,  listed  above  under  (3)  and  (4) 
should  be  heard  in  a  separate  phase  of 
these  proceedings,  which  we  have  desig¬ 
nated  as  Phase  n.  This  would  leave  in 
Phase  I  the  1975  settlement,  the  pay  back 
issue  and  the  other  issues  raised  in  the 
certificate  proceedings. 

The  Commission  further  finds.  It  1s 
necessary  and  appropriate  in  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
Docket  No.  RP73-94  be  severed  from  the 
certificate  proceedings,  that  withdrawal 
of  Valley’s  petition  to  amend  in  Docket 
No.  G-19618  be  denied,  that  Tennessee 
and  Valley  be  ordered  to  show  cause  as 
provided  below,  and  that  Staff’s  motion 
to  vacate  previous  hearings  be  denied, 
but  the  show  cause  proceedings  be  heard 
in  Phase  II  of  the  certificate  case. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Docket 
No.  RP73-94  is  severed  from  the  remain¬ 
ing  dockets  consolidated  herein. 


(B)  Valley’s  withdrawal  of  its  peti¬ 
tion  to  amend  its  certificate  in  Docket  No. 
Oh-19618  is  denied. 

(C)  Valley  shall  show  cause  why  it 
should  not  be  held  in  violation  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  with  respect  to  the 
matters  discussed  above. 

(D)  Tennessee  shall  show  cause  why 
it  should  not  be  held  in  violation  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  with  respect  to  the 
matters  discussed  above. 

(E)  So  much  of  Staff’s  motion  which 
seeks  an  order  for  Tennessee  to  show 
cause  why  it  should  not  be  required  to 
pay  back  to  NFG  74.69  Bcf  of  natural 
gas  diverted  to  Tennessee’s  own  use  is 
denied  without  prejudice  to  its  renewal 
in  Phase  II  of  these  proceedings. 

(F)  The  matter  covered  by  ordering 

paragraphs  (C)  and  (D)  shall  be  heard 
in  Phase  II  of  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
Nos.  G-19618,  CP63-270,  v  CP65-123, 

CP63-247,  CP65-93,  and  CP75-53. 

(G)  A  public  hearing  on  the  Phase  n 
matters  covered  by  ordering  paragraphs 
(C) ,  (D) ,  and  (F)  shall  be  held  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  St.  NE.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426  commencing  on  Sep¬ 
tember  9,  1975. 

( H )  The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  hold  such  pre-hearing  con¬ 
ferences  as  necessary;  and  the  parties 
shall  file  their  evidence  on  dates  to  be 
fixed  by  him. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.75-17058  FUed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9500] 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO. 

Contract  Supplement 

June  24,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  17,  1975,  Vir¬ 
ginia  Electric  and  Power  Company 
(VEPCO)  tendered  for  filing  a  contract 
supplement  dated  April  4, 1975,  to  its  FPC 
Electric  Tariff  Original  Volume  No.  2  for 
the  Greenville  Utilities  Commission 
(GUC),  Greenville,  North  Carolina.  This 
supplement  supersedes  Supplement  B 
dated  January  30,  1969.  A  copy  of  the 
revised  Supplement  B  was  submitted  with 
this  filing. 

VEPCO  states  that  this  supplement  is 
to  allow  VEPCO  to  combine  GUC’s  new 
115  KV  delivery  point  with  the  existing 
34.5  KV  delivery  point  by  totalized  meter¬ 
ing,  and  that  after  the  connection  is  made 
GUC  will  limit  its  34.5  KV  delivery  point 
load  to  100  MVA. 

VEPCO  states  further  that  no  later 
than  April  30,  1980,  the  Greenville  Utili¬ 
ties  Commission  will  have  ceased  receiv¬ 
ing  34.5  KV  delivery  and  will  have  only 
a  115  KV  delivery  point  connected,  or 
will  pay  to  VEPCO  a  Monthly  Facilities 
Charge  for  Excess  Facilities  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Article  15  of  VEPCO's  FPC 
Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1. 

VEPCO  requests  that  the  effective  date 
of  this  Supplement  Contract  with  GUC 
to  be  as  of  the  date  of  connection  of  the 
facilities  which  is  expected  to  occur 
sometime  in  September,  1975. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  15,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc .75-1 7054  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-9420,  E-9421] 

YANKEE  ATOMIC  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO. 
AND  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Order  Accepting  Proposed  Rate  Increases 
for  Filing,  Suspending  Same,  Consoli¬ 
dating  Dockets,  and  Establishing  Pro¬ 
cedures;  Correction 

June  10,  1975. 

In  the  order  accepting  proposed  rate 
increases  for  filing,  suspending  same, 
consolidating  dockets,  and  establishing 
procedures,  issued  May  30,  1975,  add  the 
word  “tendered”  to  the  second  line  of  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  Order  issued 
May  30,  1975.  The  word  should  appear 
after  the  word  “(Yankee)  ”,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  June  5,  1975, 
40  FR  24250. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17059  FUed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9239] 

INDIANA  &  MICHIGAN  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Tariff  Change 

June  25,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Indiana  &  Michigan 
Electric  Company  (I&M),  on  June  20, 
1975,  tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes 
in  its  FPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  58  appli¬ 
cable  to  service  rendered  by  I&M  to  the 
City  of  Richmond,  Indiana  (Richmond) . 
The  proposed  changes,  I&M  states,  im¬ 
plement  the  contractual  obligations  as 
set  forth  in  the  service  agreement  be¬ 
tween  I&M  and  Richmond.  The  filing  of 
those  changes,  I&M  further  asserts,  is 
authorized  by  the  decision  of  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  Circuit  in  “Richmond  Power 
and  Light  v.  FPC,”  481  F.2d  490  (D.C.  Cir. 
1973). 

According  to  I&M,  the  proposed 
changes,  if  accepted  for  filing,  and  if  they 
had  been  in  effect  for  the  twelve  calendar 
months  for  1974,  would  have  resulted  in 
a  decrease  in  the  rates  and  charges  paid 
to  I&M  by  Richmond  in  the  sum  of  $208,- 
392  and  would  also  have  resulted  in  a 
decrease  in  the  rates  and  charges  to 
Richmond  for  the  twelve  months  ending 
May  1975,  in  the  sum  of  $168,528,  if  the 
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rates  and  charges  had  been  in  effect  for 
that  time  period. 

I&M  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  upon  Richmond  and  upon  its 
counsel,  as  well  as  upon  the  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  of  Indiana. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capital  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §$  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  8,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

I FR  Doc.75-17030  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  G-5720,  etc.] 

CALIFORNIA  CO.,  DIVISION  OF 
CHEVRON  OIL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Applications  for  Certificates,  Abandonment 
of  Service  and  Petitions  To  Amend  Cer¬ 
tificates  1 

June  10,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  or  petition  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization  to 
sell  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
or  to  abandon  service  as  described 
herein,  all  as  more  fully  described  in  the 
respective  applications  and  amendments 
which  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  July  3, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  Protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 


*  Tills  notice  does  not  provide  for  con¬ 
solidation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  all  applications  in  which  no  petition 
to  Intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificates  or  the  authori¬ 
zation  for  the  proposed  abandonment  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the 


Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear 
or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No.  Pres¬ 
and  Applicant  Purchaser  and  location  Price  per  Mcl  sure 

date  filed  base 


G-5720 -  The  California  Co.,  a  Division  of  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp., 

D  5-27-75  Chevron  Oil  Co.,  1111  Tulane  Hico,  North  Choudrant  and  Tre- 

Ave.,  New  Orleans,  La.  70112.  mont  Fields,  Lincoln  and  Oua¬ 

chita  Parishes,  La. 

G-6045.  . ...  Sun  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  2880,  Dallas,  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Cotton 

C  5-27-75  Tex.  75221.  Valley  Field,  Webster  Parish,  La. 

CI61-1162  ..  Ocean  Production  Co.,  successor  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

E  5-20-75  Ocean  Drilling  &  Exploration  Co.,  Corp.,  Block  16  Field,  offshore 

P.O.  Box  61780,  New  Orleans,  La.  Vermilion  Parish,  La. 

70161. 

061-140*  - Ocean  Production  Co.,  successor  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

E  5-20-75  Ocean  Drilling  &  Exploration  Co.  Corp.,  Block  113  Field,  Ship  Shoal 

Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

CT61-1708 . do .  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

E  5-20-75  Corp.,  South  Pelto  Block  20  Field, 

offshore  Louisiana. 

C166-1124  _ Northern  Pump  Co.,  Operator,  and  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  Divl- 

E  2-10-75  others,  successor  to  Forest  Oil  sion  of  Tenneco  Inc.,  North  Wes- 
Corp.,  1915  57th  Ave.  North,  Min-  laco  Field,  Hidalgo  County,  Tex. 
neapolis,  Minn.  55430. 

CI68-1406  ..  Ocean  Production  Co.,  successor  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

E  5-20-75  Ocean  Drilling  &  Exploration  Co.  Corp.,  Block  17  Field,  offshore 

Vermilion  Parish,  La. 

C169-670.  do . Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

E  5-20-75  Corp.,  Block  239  Field,  Ship  Shoal 

Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

C 170-543  . Ocean  Production  Co.,  successor  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

E  5-20-75  Ocean  Drilling  A  Exploration  Co.,  Corp.,  Block  172  Field,  Eugene 

P.O.  Box  61780,  New  Orleans,  La.  Island  Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 
70161. 


CI70-913  . 

E  5-20-75 

Cl  7.5-94 
E  5-20-75 

CI75-708 _ 

(C 160-722) 
F  5-19-75 

CI75-710 _ 

(G-4579) 

F  5-19-75 

CI75-711 _ 

A  5-22-75 

C175-713 _ 

A  5-27-75 

075-714 _ 

A  5-27-75 

075-715.... 
A  5-27-75 

075-716.... 
A  5-27-75 


075-717 . 

A  5-27-75 

075-718 . 

(C872-458) 
B  5-27-75 

075-719 . 

A  5-28-75 


075-720  ... 
A  5-30-75 


Ocean  Production  Co.,  successor  to 
Ocean  Drilling  &  Exploration  Co. 

_ do . 


Cabot  Corp.,  SW,  successor  to 
Amoco  Production  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
1101,  Pampa,  Tex.  79065. 

Texaco  Inc.,  successor  to  Cities 
Service  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  2420, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74102. 

Skelly  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1650,  Tulsa, 
Okla.  74102. 

Cities  Service  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  300, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74102. 

Amoco  Production  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
3092,  Houston,  Tex.  77001. 

Tejas  Gas  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2806, 
Corpus  Christ!,  Tex.  78403. 

Champlin  Petroleum  Co.,  P.O. 
Box  9365,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76107. 


Tenneco  Exploration,  Ltd.,  P.O. 
Box  2511,  Houston,  Tex.  7700L 

Horizon  Oil  A  Gas  Co.  of  Texas, 
and  others,  1216  Hartford  Bldg., 
Dallas,  Tex.  7520L 

Tenneco  Ofl  Co.,  P.O.  Box  2511, 
Houston,  Tex.  7700L 


HNG  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1188, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001. 


Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corp.,  Block  101  Field,  Vermilion 
Area,  offshore  Ixmisiana. 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corp.,  Block  118  Field,  East 
Cameron  Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Barby  Ranch  Well  1-34  Gas  Unit, 
Beaver  County,  Okla. 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  a  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Colorado  Interstate  Corp., 
Keyes  Field,  Texas  County,  Okla. 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.,  Craig 
Gas  Unit,  LaPlata  County,  Colo. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Acreage  in  Texas  County,  Okla. 

Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.,  Black 
River  Wolfcamp  Field,  Eddy 
County,  N.  Mex. 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corp.,  LaSara  Field,  Willacy 
County,  Tex. 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  a 
Division  of  Colorado  Interstate 
Corp.,  Wamsutter  Area,  Swoot- 
water  County,  Wyo. 

Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  Eugene  Island 
Block  208  Field,  offshore  Louisi¬ 
ana. 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  a 
Division  of  Colorado  Interstate 
Corp.,  Adams  Ranch  Field, 
Meade  County,  Kans. 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  Eugene 
Island  Block  208  Field,  offshore 
Louisiana. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Cooper, 
Morrow,  Field,  Lea  County, 
N.  Mex. 


Prod  action 
has  ceased 


>  60. 0414 

15.025 

>31.1125 

15.025 

>27.0 

15.025 

>27.0 

15.025 

>20.06460 

14.65 

>31.1125 

15.025 

27.0 

15.026 

*27.0 

15.025 

27.0 

15.025 

43.0 

14.73 

4  22.2691 

14.66 

•  19. 3075 

14.66 

•56  0 

14.73 

•54.5909 

14  65 

>63.2306 

14  65 

•50.0 

14  66 

*  •  57. 96 

14  66 

•*  8L  0 

15. 025 

Depleted 

•  •81.0 

16.025 

•57.4954 

14  73 

i  subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btn  adjustment;  Includes  1.02*  per  Mcf  gathering  allowance. 

•  Rate  for  gas  from  reservoirs  discovered  after  10-1-68. 

•  Subject  to  downward  Btu  adjustment;  includes  0.06469*  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement. 

•  Includes  0.3291*  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement  and  2.44*  per  Mcf  upwani  Btn  adjustment. 

» Includes  0.3075*  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement  and  Is  subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment- 

•  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjustment 

» Includes  8.2463*  per  Met  upward  Btu  adjustment.  ...  _  ,  .  .  _  ,  _  _ 

•  Applicant  lswiliing  to  accept  a  certificate  in  accordance  with  (  2.56a  of  the  Commission  *s  General  Policy  : 

^^IncRuies^ois?*  per  Mcf  upward  Btu  adjustment  and  8.549678*  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement 


Filing  code:  A— Initial  service. 

B— Abandonment. 

C — Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

D — Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 
E— Succession. 

F— Partial  succession. 


[PR  Doc.75-16952  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  amj 
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GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

|GSA  Order  PBS  1095] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
Preparation  Procedures 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  General 
Services  Administration  in  accordance 
with  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (Pub.  L.  91-190)  is  proposing 
procedures  to  be  followed  in  implement¬ 
ing  ADM  1095.1,  Environmental  consid¬ 
eration  in  decisionmaking,  that  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  Public  Buildings  Service 
facility  planning  programs  in  acquisition, 
leasing,  design,  construction,  manage¬ 
ment  and  alterations  to  GSA  property. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  comments  pertaining  to  the  proposed 
procedures  may  do  so  by  filing  them  in 
triplicate  with  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  (PR) ,  Washington,  D.C. 
20405,  on  or  before  August  15,  1975. 

Dated:  June  10, 1975. 

W.  A.  Meisen, 

Acting  Commissioner, 
Public  Buildings  Service. 
JPBS  1095.] 

GSA  Order 

.  IMPLEMENTATION  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY 

1.  Purpose.  This  order  prescribes  the  proce¬ 
dures  to  be  followed  in  implementing  ADM 
1095.1,  Environmental  considerations  in  de¬ 
cisionmaking;  laws;  Executive  orders;  and 
directives  with  respect  to  major  actions 
which  significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  These  laws,  Executive 
orders,  and  directives  include  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (42  U.S.C. 
4321,  et  seq.),  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
NEPA;  Executive  Order  11514  of  March  5, 
1970,  entitled  "Protection  and  Enhancement 
of  Environmental  Quality”;  section  106  of  the 
National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966 
(16  U.S.C.  407f);  Executive  Order  11593  of 
May  13,  1971,  entitled  “Protection  and  En¬ 
hancement  of  the  Cultural  Environmental”; 
Executive  Order  11752  of  December  17,  1973, 
entitled  “Prevention,  Control,  and  Abatement 
of  Environmental  Pollution  at  Federal  Facil¬ 
ities”;  and  the  Guidelines  Issued  by  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  for 
preparing  environmental  Impact  statements, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Guidelines, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  August  1, 
1973,  38  FR  21265  (Appendix  A).  This  order 
is  applicable  to  PBS  facility  planning  pro¬ 
grams  in  acquisition,  leasing,  design,  con¬ 
struction,  management  and  alterations  to 
GSA  property. 

2.  Cancellations,  a.  PBS  1095. IB  is  canceled. 

b.  Chap.  3,  Part  3,  dated,  June  6,  1972, 
Environmental  Considerations  in  Planning, 
GSA  Order  PBS  P  7000.6  CHGE  5,  subject: 
Space  Requirements  and  Project  Develop¬ 
ment,  is  canceled. 

c.  The  letter  dated  April  9,  1974,  from 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Special  Projects 
to  all  Regional  Administrators,  subject:  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Prisons  projects,  is  canceled.  ~ 

d.  The  letter  dated  April  23,  1973,  from 
the  Acting  Commissioner,  PBS  to  All  Re¬ 
gional  Commissioners,  PBS;  All  Assistant 
Commissioners,  PBS:  the  Associate  Com¬ 
missioner  for  Project  Management  (PJ), 
subject:  Environmental  Impact  Statements, 
is  canceled. 

e.  The  letter  dated  June  19,  1973,  from 
the  Acting  Commissioner,  PBS,  to  All  Re- 


NOTICES 

gional  Commissioners,  PBS,  and  Assistant 
Commissioner  for  Operating  Programs  (PM), 
subject:  Environmental  Assessments,  is 
canceled. 

f.  The  letter  dated  May  30,  1974,  from  the 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Special  Projects 
to  Heads  of  Services  and  Staff  Offices  and  All 
Regional  Administrators,  subject:  Changes 
in  Environmental  Impact  Statement  Re¬ 
quirements,  is  canceled. 

g.  The  letter  dated  October  3,  1974,  from 
the  Acting  Commissioner,  PBS,  to  All  Re¬ 
gional  Commissioners,  PBS  and  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  for  Operating  Programs  (PM), 
subject:  Advanced  Coordination  on  those 
projects  which  Might  Affect  Environmental 
and  Historic  Preservation,  is  canceled. 

3.  Background.  Section  102.  of  NEPA  di¬ 
rected  all  Federal  agencies  (a)  to  utilize  a 
systematic,  interdisciplinary  approach  which 
will  ensure  the  integrated  use  of  the  natural 
and  social  sciences  and  the  environmental 
design  arts  in  planning  and  in  decisionmak¬ 
ing  which  may  have  an  Impact  on  man’s 
environment;  (b)  to  develop  methods  and 
procedures  which  will  ensure  that  environ¬ 
mental  concerns,  effects,  and  values  are  given 
appropriate  consideration  with  economic  and 
technical  Issues  in  decisionmaking;  and  (c) 
to  prepare  detailed  statements  on  recom¬ 
mendations  or  reports  for  legislative  pro¬ 
posals  and  other  major  Federal  actions  that 
may  significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  Executive  Order  11514 
effectuates  the  purpose  of  NEPA,  and  the 
revised  Guidelines  to  implement  NEPA  have 
been  issued  by  CEQ. 

4.  Responsible  officials  for  determining  the 
course  of  environmental  action.  The  Region¬ 
al  Commissioners,  PBS,  and  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  for  Operating  Programs  (3M) 
have  the  initial  responsibility  for  making 
the  threshold  decision  for  (1)  determination 
whether  an  action  is  "a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment”,  and  (2)  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  environmental  assessments  and  sub¬ 
mission  of  negative  declarations  or  draft  and 
final  environmental  Impact  statements.  The 
PBS  Assistant  Commissioners  and  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  Commissioner  for  Project  Management 
may  request  the  preparation  of  environ¬ 
mental  assessments,  and/or  draft  and  final 
environmental  impact  statements  from  the 
Regional  Commissioners.  However,  when  the 
proposed  action  has  been  designated  as  a 
project  pursuant  to  GSA  Order  ADM  5400.24, 
Project  Management  in  the  Public  Buildings 
Service,  such  determination  shall  be  made 
only  after  consultation  with  the  Project 
Manager.  . 

a.  Assistant  Commissioner  for  Space  Plan¬ 
ning  and  Management  (PR).  PR  shall  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  overall  direction  of  environ¬ 
mental  protection  within  PBS  for  those 
policy  and  procedure  programs  listed  in  par. 
1,  above,  and  shall: 

(1)  Provide  professional  and  technical 
guidance  to  Commissioner,  PBS,  Associate 
Commissioner  and  other  Assistant  Commis¬ 
sioners,  PBS,  and  Regional  Commissioners, 
PBS; 

(2)  Review,  evaluate,  and  process  for  final 
approval  by  office  of  General  Counsel  (L); 
Director  of  Environmental  Affairs  (PWA); 
and  Commissioner,  PBS,  negative  declara¬ 
tions  (supported  by  environmental  assess¬ 
ments)  and  draft  and  final  environmental 
Impact  statements  (EIS) ; 

(3)  Consult  with  the  Director,  Environ¬ 
mental  Affairs  (PWA),  and  the  General 
Counsel  (L)  on  matters  pertaining  to  en¬ 
vironmental  protection  in  PBS; 

(4)  Develop  and  coordinate  service  orders, 
regulations  and  guidance  on  the  PBS  envi¬ 
ronmental  programs;  and 

(5)  Assist  the  regional  offices  in  schedul- 
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ing  environmental  considerations  to  pre¬ 
clude  delays  in  completing  those  actions  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Attachment,  par.  14.a. 

b.  Assistant  Commissioner  for  Operating 
Programs  ( 3M )  and  Regional  Commissioners , 
PBS.  Responsible  for  direction  and  execution 
of  environmental  protection  of  regional  PBS 
programs  as  defined  in  par.  4,  above  and 
shall: 

(1)  Maintain  a  continuing  review  of  ac¬ 
tivities  which  have  potential  significant  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  as  outlined  in  this  order; 

(2)  Make  initial  decision  on  necessity  for 
preparing  a  negative  declaration  or  an  EIS 
following  preparation  and  review  of  the  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment;' 

(3)  Determine  the  need  and  the  adequacy 
of  an  environmental  assessment  and  Justi¬ 
fication  for  the  writing  and  processing  a  neg¬ 
ative  declaration  through  PR,  for  a  final  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Deputy  Administrator  for  Spe¬ 
cial  Projects,  in  timely  manner; 

(4)  Prenars  and  process  through  PR, 
draft  and  final  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments,  and  subsequently,  distribute  the  EIS 
to  Federal,  State,  and  local  officials  and  in¬ 
terested  individuals  not  included  on  Central 
Office  distribution  list; 

(5)  Conduct  public  meetings,  issue  press 
announcements  and  maintain  files  for  public 
review:  and 

(6)  Prepare  and  monitor  schedule  for  en¬ 
vironment:.*  considerations  to  preclude  delays 
in  completing  those  actions  defined  in  the 
attachment,  par.  14. a.  This  Includes  ensur¬ 
ing  that,  for  prospectus  projects  involving 
delineated  areas,  draft  EIS  are  submitted  to 
Central  Office  concurrently  with  Project 
Development  Reports,  and  final  EIS  are  sub¬ 
mitted  concurrently  with  or  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  Site  Investigation  Reports. 

c.  Assistant  Commissioners  for  Buildings 
Management  ( PB ),  Construction  Manage¬ 
ment  (PC),  and  Associate  Commissioner, 
Project  Management  Office  (PJ).  These  of¬ 
ficials  shall  be  responsible  for  maintaining 
program  reviews  of  EIS’s  to  ensure  program 
activities  are  compatible  with  environ¬ 
mental  protection  and  in  compliance  with 
GSA  ORDER  ADM  1095.1,  and  illustrated  by 
their  review  of  the  following: 

(1)  New  technology,  research  and 
development; 

(2)  Initiation  of  new  programs; 

(3)  Development  and  revisions  to  orders, 
handbooks  specifications  and  directives  to  the 
field; 

(4)  Initiation  of  environmental  assess¬ 
ments  and  environmental  impact  statement 
action;  and 

(5)  Establishment  of  continual  liaison  and 
coordination  with  Office  of  Space  Planning 
and  Management  on  environmental  _  pro¬ 
tection  programs. 

5.  Procedures.  Environmental  assessments 
and  negative  declarations  prepared  by  the 
Regional  Commissioners  on  planning,  ac¬ 
quisition,  and  alteration  programs  are  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Assistant  Commissioner  for 
Space  Planning  and  Management  to  ensure 
full  compliance  with  all  applicable  acts, 
orders  and  guidelines  related  to  environ¬ 
mental  planning.  The  Commissioner,  PBS,  is 
responsible  for  approving  the  draft  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  or  negative  declara¬ 
tion  and  transmitting  the  signed  document 
to  the  Deputy  Administrator  for  Special  Proj¬ 
ects  through  the  Office  of  General  Counsel 
(L),  and  the  Director  of  Environmental  Af¬ 
fairs  (PWA).  The  Office  of  General  Counsel 
(L),  and  the  Director  of  Environmental  Af¬ 
fairs  (PWA)  must  concur  with  the  nega¬ 
tive  declaration  before  any  further  adminis¬ 
trative  action  can  be  taken  on  the  project. 
Draft  and  final  environmental  Impact  state¬ 
ment  shall  be  signed  by  the  Deputy 
Administrator  for  Special  Projects  for  sub¬ 
mission  to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
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Quality  (CEQ),  heads  of  Federal  agencies. 
Governors.  Senators,  and  Congressmen.  Prep¬ 
aration  of  the  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  by  the  responsible  official  shall  be  with 
full  coopf ration  and  coordination  with  all 
other  PBS  officials  as  necessary.  The  draft 
and  final  environmental  impact  statement 
must  lie  circulated  as  prescribed  in  GSA 
Order  ADM  1095.1.  After  all  comments  on 
the  draft  statement  are  received,  the  regional 
office  shall  prepare  a  final  environmental 
statement. 

Additional  procedures  for  implementing 
this  order  are  contained  in  the  attachment  to 
this  order. 

6.  Reports.  The  reports  required  by  this 
order  are  exempt  from  reports  control. 

Attachment 

IMPLEMENTATION  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY 

1.  Determination  of  what  is  a  “ major  Fed¬ 
eral  Action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment”.  This  is  in  a 
large  part  a  judgment  based  on  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  the  proposed  action,  and  the  de¬ 
termination  shall  be  included  as  a  normal 
part  of  the  decisionmaking  process. 

a.  Types  of  actions  normally  requiring  an 
environmental  assessment  are: 

(1)  Recommendations  or  reports  concern¬ 
ing  legislation,  including  requests  for  appro¬ 
priations,  proposed  by  GSA  or  members  of 
Congress  resulting  in  physical  action  involv¬ 
ing,  but  not  limited  to  proposals  for  new 
Federal  construction  under  the  Public 
Buildings  Act  of  1959  as  amended. 

(2)  Administrative  action  involving: 

(a)  Procurement  of  space  through  major 
lease-construction  or  construction  of  build¬ 
ings  for  Federal  agency  use; 

(b)  Extensions,  repair  and  alterations  to 
public  buildings; 

(c)  Use  of  GSA  property  through  lease, 
permit,  or  license  resulting  in  a  significant 
change  in  usage  of  the  property;  and 

(d)  Proposed  exchanges  of  real  property 
to  acquire  sites. 

(3)  Formulation  and  issuance  of  regula¬ 
tions,  procedures  and  policies  which  may 
have  environmental  consequences. 

b.  Actions  significantly  affecting  the  hu¬ 
man  environment  are  those  that: 

(1)  Impact  upon  the  environment  even  if 
on  balance  beneficial  effects  outweigh  the 
detrimental  ones; 

(2)  Curtail  the  range  of  possible  beneficial 
uses  of  the  environment  Including  irreversi¬ 
ble  and  irretrievable  commitments  of 
resources; 

(3)  Serve  short-term  uses  rather  than 
long-term  environmental  goals; 

(4)  May  be  localized  in  their  effect,  but 
nevertheless,  have  a  harmful  environmental 
impact;  and 

(5)  Are  attributable  to  many  small  ac¬ 
tions,  possibly  taken  over  a  period  of  time, 
that  collectively  can  be  defined  as  a  major 
action  with  a  significant  impact  (either  ad¬ 
verse  or  beneficial). 

2.  Changes  having  an  impact  on  quality 
of  human  environment.  A  significant  change 
is  any  change  which  significantly  alters,  dis¬ 
rupts,  destroys  or  transforms  any  aspect  of 
the  physical,  social  or  aesthetic  environ¬ 
ment.  Such  a  change  may  have  either  an  ad¬ 
verse  or  beneficial  Impact  on  the  quality  of 
the  environment. 

3.  Application  of  standards.  In  some  cases 
where  national,  state,  or  local  standards 
have  been  developed,  the  impact  level  deter¬ 
mining  significance  is  defined  by  the  mini¬ 
mum  acceptable  level  of  the  adopted  stand¬ 
ards.  But,  where  national  standards  are  in¬ 
volved  there  still  may  be  geographical  dif¬ 
ferences  defined  by  local  priorities  which 
may  warrant  greater  emphasis  than  is  speci¬ 
fied  by  the  minimum  standard. 
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4.  Criteria.  Factors  having  potential  and 
identified  impact  which  may  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  human  environment, 
include,  but  are  not  limited  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

a.  The  readily  recognizable  physical  fac¬ 
tors;  i.e.,  air  and  water  quality,  ambient 
noise  levels,  sewage  and  waste  disposal,  etc. 

b.  Changes  in  land  use  or  zoning. 

c.  Socio-economic  factors;  i.e.,  proximity 
to  low  and  moderate  Income  residential 
housing  on  a  nondiscrlmlnatory  basis,  neces¬ 
sity  for  relocation  of  residential  properties, 
changes  in  traffic  patterns  causing  changes 
in  mode  of  transportation,  traffic  congestion 
or  increase  in  distance  and  commuting  costs 
to  the  proposed  building  occupants;  known 
public  controversial  aspects  of  the  project, 
and 

d.  Cultural,  architectural  or  archeological 
aspects  of  a  project  illustrated  by  possible 
infringement  on  historical  properties  or  dis¬ 
turbance  to  important  archeological  arti¬ 
facts. 

5.  Class  actions  and  criteria.  To  clarify 
threshold  decisions  and  to  categorize  class 
actions  applicable  to  the  environmental  pro¬ 
tection  process,  typical  PBS  actions  have 
been  identified  as  follows: 

a.  Category  /.,  Projects  which  will  almost 
always  require  EIS 

(1)  Master  Plan 

(2)  Construction  project 

(a)  Projects  requiring  preparation  of  a 
prospectus.  Federal  Construction  or  Lease 
Construction. 

(b)  Projects  undertaken  for  another  Fed¬ 
eral  agency  where  the  assessment  process 
identifies  significant  known  or  potential  en¬ 
vironmental  impact(s).  An  example  of  a 
project  undertaken  which  would  always  re¬ 
quire  an  EIS  (paragraph  4.c.  above)  is 
development  of  a  Federal  correctional  center. 

(3)  All  PBS  projects  where  the  assessment 
process  identifies  known  or  potential  signifi¬ 
cant  environmental  impact. 

(4)  Alteration  projects  entailing  labora¬ 
tory  space  which  will  utilize  dangerous  or 
hazardous  chemicals,  drugs,  or  radioactive 
materials. 

b.  Category  II.,  Projects  which  may  require 
EIS  or  further  assessments.  (1)  Construc¬ 
tion  (non-prospectus)  projects. 

(2)  Repair  and  alteration  projects  requir¬ 
ing  a  major  change  in  energy  requirement 
or  source. 

(3)  Repair  and  alteration  projects  affect¬ 
ing  architectural  character  of  buildings  of 
recognized  historical  importance. 

(4)  Major  leases  for  new  space  in  existing 
buildings  where  assessments  have  identified 
environmental  controversy. 

(5)  Real  property  acquisitions  in  which 
the  delineated  area,  but  not  the  site  has 
been  identified.  (See  paragraph  6,  below.) 

c.  Category  III.,  Projects  not  requiring  EIS 
( may  require  assessment  and  negative  dec¬ 
laration).  (1)  Supersednig  and  renewals  of 
lease  space. 

(2)  Projects,  any  size,  which  must  be  un¬ 
dertaken  immediately  because  of  inherent 
fire,  public  or  safety  hazard.  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel  is  to  be  notified  immediately. 

(3)  A  project  in  which  the  Commissioner, 
PBS,  with  prior  consultation  with  CEQ  has 
determined  that  a  public  or  governmental 
exigency  is  present.  This  would  be  restricted 
to  projects  where  a  limited  environmental 
impact  has  been  identified,  but  action  taken 
to  acquire  or  renovate  property  is  not  ir¬ 
reversible  or  irretrievable. 

(4)  Real  property  acquisitions  already 
covered  by  EIS  for  the  project  or  covered 
by  an  EIS  on  the  master  plan  In  which  the 
proposed  action  has  been  identified  and  with' 
no  change  in  scope. 

(5)  Construction  project,  with  no  change 


in  scope,  which  is  an  integral  part  of  a 
master  plan  for  which  a  final  EIS  has  been 
filed,  and  all  known  environmental  Impacts 
are  being  mitigated. 

(6)  Upgrading  of  existing  space  without 
change  in  use  or  relocation  of  employees. 

6.  Negative  declaration,  a.  A  negative  dec¬ 
laration  is  a  report  of  finding,  developed 
to  Include  a  brief  summary  of  environmen¬ 
tal  considerations  analyzed  and  documented 
as  an  environmental  assessment.  The  neg¬ 
ative  declaration  is  developed  and  submitted 
to  the  Deputy  Administrator  for  Special 
Projects  from  the  Commissioner,  PBS,  stat¬ 
ing  that  an  analysis  of  all  environmental 
factors  Included  in  an  attached  assessment 
for  a  specific  project  has  been  completed. 

b.  The  declaration  must  state  that  a  re¬ 
view  of  all  environmental  factors  has  been 
completed  and  the  determination  has  been 
made  that  the  development  of  the  project  is 
not  considered  a  major  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  human  environment; 
including  its  Impact  on  historical  and  cul¬ 
tural  properties. 

c.  In  the  planning  of  a  project  for  which 
the  delineated  area,  but  not  the  site,  has 
been  designated,  and  the  environmental  as¬ 
sessment  provides  full  support  to  the  neg¬ 
ative  declaration,  the  following  additional 
action  must  be  taken  by  the  Assistant  Com¬ 
missioner  for  Operating  Programs  (3M)  or 
the  Regional  Commissioner,  PBS.  In  view  of 
the  possibility  of  environmental  Impact  on 
one  or  more  sites  within  the  delineated  area, 
an  updated  assessment  is  to  be  prepared. 
Should  the  Assistant  Commissioner  for  Op¬ 
erating  Programs  (3M),  or  the  Regional 
Commissioner,  PBS.  conclude  there  are  no 
known  or  potential  significant  environmen¬ 
tal  impacts  following  the  site  selection 
stage,  he  shall  prepare  and  sign  a  confirma¬ 
tion  of  the  negative  declaration  and  docu¬ 
ment  his  project  files  accordingly.  Such 
negative  confirmation  must  have  concur¬ 
rence  by  Regional  Counsel.  The  negative 
declaration  need  not  be  forwarded  to  the 
Central  Office  in  these  cases.  However,  should 
the  updated  assessment  identify  significant 
environmental  Impact,  he  shall  proceed  with 
the  preparation  of  the  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  and  notify  the  Commissioner, 
PBS,  through  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Space  Planning  and  Management  (PR). 
In  such  cases,  it  may  be  necessary  to  reissue 
the  Solicitation  for  Offers  or  Invitation  for 
Bid,  or  cancel  further  acquisition  actions 
until  the  full  EIS  process  is  complete. 

7.  Environmental  assessments,  a.  The  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment  is  one  of  the  most 
important  documents  Included  in  the  deci¬ 
sionmaking  process.  It  is  the  basis  for  Judg¬ 
ment  by  the  “responsible  official”  in  his 
assessment  of  the  proposed  action,  and  can 
be  entered  as  evidence  in  hearings  and  court 
actions.  Therefore,  it  is  of  utmost  impor¬ 
tance  that  the  assessment  be  a  full  disclo¬ 
sure  document,  giving  the  reader  a  clear 
picture  of  existing  and  projected  environ¬ 
mental  conditions,  a  complete  but  concise 
description  of  the  proposed  action,  and  an 
in-depth  evaluation  of  possible  or  probable 
impacts,  both  primary  and  secondary,  which 
may  be  either  beneficial  or  adverse. 

b.  Each  proposed  project  or  action  shall 
be  reviewed  and  a  determination  made  as 
to  whether  it  constitutes  a  “major  Federal 
action.”  Regional  Public  Buildings  Service 
officials  should  bear  in  mind  that  the  effect  of 
many  decisions  can  be  individually  limited 
but  cumulatively  considerable.  This  can  oc¬ 
cur  when  over  a  period  of  years  decisions  by 
one  or  a  by  a  number  of  different  agencies  are 
made  concerning  certain  types  of  projects 
or  actions  that  individually  are  minor  but 
collectively  are  major,  when  one  decision 
involving  a  limited  amount  of  money  Is  a 
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precedent  for  action  in  much  larger  cases 
or  represents  a  decision  in  principle  about 
a  future  major  course  of  action,  or  when 
several  Government  agencies  Individually 
make  decisions  about  partial  aspects  of  a 
major  action.  In  all  such  cases,  an  environ¬ 
mental  statement  should  be  prepared  If  it 
is  reasonable  to  anticipate  a  cumulatively 
significant  Impact  on  the  environment  from 
the  Federal  action.  The  following  applies  to 
planning  for  construction,  repair  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  public  buildings. 

(1)  In  the  planning  of  projects,  an  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment  shall  be  prepared 
at  the  Project  Development  stage.  In  compli¬ 
ance  with  OMB  Circular  A-95  and  the  CEQ 
Guidelines,  the  assessment  must  Include  a 
list  of  local  officials  contacted.  The  assess¬ 
ment  will  result  In  preparation  of  either  a 
negative  declaration  or  a  draft  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statement.  As  the  project 
develops,  all  environmental  considerations 
will  be  reevaluated  periodically  as  confirma¬ 
tion  of  the  earlier  negative  declaration  or 
draft  environmental  impact  statement. 

(2)  A  report  of  the  reassessment  of  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  will  be  prepared  for 
major  repair  and  alteration  projects  and 
when  a  site  Is  selected,  working  drawings 
and  specifications  are  complete.  This  re- 
evaluatlon  will  require  a  continuing  analysis 
of  GSA-PBS  planning,  acquisition,  and  al¬ 
teration  programs  and  shall  be  accomplished 
by  the  appropriate  regional  officials. 

8.  Draft  environmental  impact  statement. 

a.  Draft  environmental  Impact  statements 
for  historic  properties  shall  be  written  to 
meet  applicable  requirements  for  compli¬ 
ance  with  section  106  of  the  National  His¬ 
toric  Preservation  Act  of  1966  and  Advisory 
Council  on  Historic  Preservation  Proced¬ 
ures  for  the  Protection  of  Historic  and  Cul¬ 
tural  Properties  (36  CFR  Part  800)  and  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  when  the 
property  may  be  affected  by  the  proposed 
project  or  action  to  such  an  extent  that  a 
statement  Is  required  to  be  filed  with  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation 
pursuant  to  section  106.  Historic  properties 
are  defined  as  properties  listed  In  the  Na¬ 
tional  Register  of  Historic  Places  or  eligible 
for  listing  in  the  National  Register.  Contact 
with  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 
and  the  local  historical  society  shall  be  docu¬ 
mented  in  the  statement.  For  further  clari¬ 
fication  on  historic  preservation  procedures 
and  how  to  determine  eligibility  for  listing 
In  the  National  Register,  refer  to  GSA  Order 
PBS  1022.1. 

b.  Each  statement  must  reflect  that  the 
particular  economic  and  technical  benefits 
of  Its  proposed  action  have  been  assessed 
and  weighed  against  the  environmental 
costs.  In  the  early  stages  of  preparation  of 
the  draft  environmental  statement,  the  of¬ 
fice  preparing  the  statement  should  consult 
with  those  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies 
possessing  expertise  on  potential  Impacts  of 
a  proposed  action.  This  will  assist  In  pro¬ 
viding  the  necessary  data  and  guidance  for 
the  analyses  required  to  be  Included  In  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  statements  as  described 
below: 

(1)  Coordination  processes  in  accordance 
with  OMB  Circular  A-95.  (a)  Projects  re¬ 
sulting  In  construction  shall  be  reviewed 
for  environmental  Impact.  8tate  clearing¬ 
houses  must  be  consulted  at  the  earliest 
practicable  time  In  the  planning  of  the 
project.  In  the  development  of  a  Project 
Development  Report  In  the  region,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Commissioner  Is  required  to  contact 
the  appropriate  state,  regional  and  local 
clearinghouses  and  other  appropriate  officials 
In  a  formal  A-95  process. 

(b)  In  addition,  a  copy  of  the  letter  to 
the  State  Clearinghouse,  Issued  In  accord¬ 


ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  circular 
shall  be  forwarded  to  the  Advisory  Council 
on  Historic  Preservation  and  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality. 

(c)  When  the  A-96  review  process  of  a 
proposed  project  or  when  the  consultation 
with  the  clearinghouses  takes  place  prior  to 
the  filing  of  a  draft  environmental  Impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration,  the  com¬ 
ments  received  represent  inputs  to  the 
statement  or  declaration. 

(d)  Federal  agency  comments  received 
prior  to  filing  of  statement  shall  be  attached 
to  copies  of  the  statement  being  sent  to  the 
agency  submitting  the  substantive  comment. 
The  statements  being  sent  to  clearinghouses 
shall  Include  a  listing  of  all  agencies  from 
which  comments  have  been  received. 

(2)  Technical  content  of  draft  statement. 
The  ETS  shall  Include: 

(a)  A  description  of  the  proposed  action  or 
a  description  of  reasonable  number  of  alter¬ 
natives  Including  the  Information  and  tech¬ 
nical  data  adequate  to  permit  a  careful  as¬ 
sessment  of  the  environmental  impact  of  pro¬ 
posed  action (s)  by  commenting  agencies.  If 
available,  copies  of  site  maps  and  topograph¬ 
ic  maps  at  suitable  scales  showing  the  prop¬ 
erty  and  the  surrounding  area  shall  be  pro¬ 
vided; 

(b)  The  probable  Impact  of  the  proposed 
actlon(s)  on  the  environment,  including  im¬ 
pact  on  ecological  systems  such  as  wildlife, 
fish,  and  other  marine  life;  and  on  physical 
systems  such  as  water  runoff  rates,  quanti¬ 
ties,  and  downstream  Impact  on  wetlands  or 
flood  plains.  Consequences  of  direct  and  In¬ 
direct  impacts  on  the  environment  shall  bo 
Included  in  the  analysis.  For  example,  any 
effect  of  the  action  on  population  distribu¬ 
tion  or  concentration  shall  be  estimated  and 
an  assessment  made  of  the  effect  of  any  pos¬ 
sible  change  In  population  patterns  upon 
the  resources  of  the  area  including  land  use, 
water  supply,  public  services,  and  traffic  pat¬ 
terns; 

(c)  Any  probable  adverse  environmental 
effect®  that  cannot  be  avoided,  such  as  water, 
air,  or  noise  pollution,  undesirable  land  use 
patterns,  damage  to  life  systems,  urban  con¬ 
gestion,  threats  to  health  or  other  conse¬ 
quences  adverse  to  the  environmental  goals 
set  out  In  section  101(b)  of  NEPA; 

(d)  A  rigorous  exploration  and  objective 
evaluation  of  possible  alternative  actions  that 
might  avoid  some  or  all  of  the  adverse  en¬ 
vironmental  effects.  Including  alternatives 
outside  of  GSA’s  authority  to  Implement. 
Section  102(2)  (D)  of  NEPA  requires  the  re¬ 
sponsible  agency  to  “6tudy,  develop,  and 
describe  appropriate  alternatives  to  recom¬ 
mended  courses  of  action  In  any  proposal 
which  Involves  unresolved  conflicts  concern¬ 
ing  alternative  uses  of  available  resources.’* 
Sufficient  analysis  of  such  alternatives,  their 
costs,  and  their  Impact  on  the  environment 
shall  aocompany  the  proposed  action (s) 
through  the  agency  review  process  so  as  not 
to  prematurely  foreclose  consideration  of  op¬ 
tions  which  might  have  less  detrimental 
effects; 

(e)  The  relationship  between  local  short¬ 
term  uses  of  man’s  environment  and  main¬ 
tenance  and  enhancement  of  long-term  pro¬ 
ductivity.  Include  a  brief  discussion  of  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  the  proposed  action  Involves 
trade-offs  between  short-term  gains  at  the 
expense  of  long-term  losses,  or  vice  versa, 
and  a  discussion  of  the  extent  to  which  the 
proposed  action  forecloses  future  options. 
This,  In  essence,  requires  assessment  of  the 
action  (s)  from  the  perspective  that  each 
generation  is  trustee  of  the  environment  for 
succeeding  generations; 

(f)  Any  Irreversible  and  Irretrievable  com¬ 
mitments  of  resources,  l.e.;  land,  man  hours, 
costs,  natural  and  cultural  resources,  which 


would  be  Involved  In  the  proposed  actlon(s) 
should  it  be  Implemented.  Identify  from  the 
survey  of  unavoidable  adverse  impacts 
the  extent  to  which  the  action (s)  curtails 
the  range  of  beneficial  uses  of  the  environ¬ 
ment;  and 

(g)  The  economic  costs  and  benefits  of  the 
proposed  action  with  the  environmental  costs 
and  benefits.  Alternate  courses  of  action 
must  be  discussed  as  to  their  effect  upon 
this  cost  and  benefit  balance.  If  a  formal  cost 
benefit  analysis  on  the  proposed  action (s) 
is  prepared,  It  shall  be  submitted  with  the 
statement.  However,  information  furnished 
by  property  owners,  appraisers,  or  public  of¬ 
ficials  such  as  site  offers,  estimated  site  costs, 
appraisal  reports  on  subsequent  site  selec¬ 
tion  or  negotiations  to  acquire  sites,  shall 
not  be  Included  in  draft  or  final  EIS. 

9.  List  of  draft  environmental  statements 
and  negative  declarations,  a.  To  provide 
timely  public  notice  and  understanding  of 
PBS  projects  and  actions  that  may  have  an 
environmental  impact  and  to  obtain  the 
views  of  Interested  parties.  Regional  Commis¬ 
sioners  and  Assistant  Commissioner  for  Op¬ 
erating  Programs  shall  eetabllsh  an  early 
notice  system  for  informing  the  public  of  the 
decision  to  prepare  a  draft  environmental 
statement  on  proposed  construction,  repair, 
and  Improvement  projects.  A  list  will  be 
maintained  of  all  projects  or  actions  for 
which  environmental  statement  will  be  pre¬ 
pared.  This  list  shall  be  updated  weekly.  The 
list  shall  be  available  for  public  inspection. 
Regional  Commissioners  and  Assistant  Com¬ 
missioner  for  Operating  Programs  shall  sub¬ 
mit  early  warning  lists  to  the  Assistant  Com¬ 
missioner  for  Space  Planning  and  Manage¬ 
ment  for  compilation  and  forwarding  to 
PWA,  as  a  basis  for  agency-wide,  quarterly 
reporting  to  CEQ.  Regional  lists  are  to  be 
submitted  to  PR  normally  by  c.o.b.  March  1, 
June  1,  September  1,  and  December  1  of  each 
year. 

b.  If  It  is  decided  that  an  environmental 
statement  Is  not  necessary  for  a  proposed 
project  or  action  (1)  which  normally  requires 
the  preparation  of  a  statement,  (2) 
which  Is  similar  to  actions  for  which  a  sig¬ 
nificant  number  of  statements  have  been 
prepared,  (3)  which  has  previously  been  an¬ 
nounced  would  be  the  subject  of  a  statement, 
or  (4)  for  which  a  negative  declaration 
has  been  made  In  response  to  a  request  from 
CEQ  pursuant  to  I  1500.11(f)  of  the  Guide¬ 
lines,  Regional  Commissioners  and  Assistant 
Commissioner  for  Operating  Programs  shall 
prepare  a  publicly  available  record  briefly 
setting  forth  the  decision  and  the  reasons  for 
the  declaration. 

c.  The  list  of  such  negative  declarations, 
and  any  evaluations  made  to  support  the 
declaration  or  which  conclude  that  prepara¬ 
tion  of  a  statement  is  not  yet  timely,  shall 
be  prepared  and  made  available  to  the  public 
on  request  in  the  same  manner  as  provided 
for  lists  of  statements  under  preparation. 
(See  paragraph  9a,  above.) 

10.  Public  meetings,  a.  Each  major  Federal 
action  having  a  possible  adverse  effect  on  the 
environment  will  be  evaluated  to  determine 
whether  a  public  meeting  should  be  held. 
Consideration  will  be  given  to  the  following 
elements  in  deciding  whether  a  public  meet¬ 
ing  is  appropriate: 

(1)  The  magnitude  of  the  proposal  In  terms 
of  economic  costs,  the  geographic  area  In¬ 
volved,  and  the  uniqueness  or  size  of  com¬ 
mitments  of  the  resources  Involved; 

(2)  The  degree  of  Interest  or  probable  op¬ 
position  to  controversial  items  in  the  pro¬ 
posal,  as  evidenced  by  requests  from  the  pub¬ 
lic  and  from  Federal,  State,  and  local  author¬ 
ities  that  a  meeting  be  held; 

(3)  The  complexity  of  the  issue  and  the 
likelihood  that  information  will  be  presented 
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at  the  meeting  which  will  be  of  assistance  to 
the  agency  In  fulfilling  its  responsibilities 
under  NEPA;  and 

(4)  The  extent  to  which  public  involve¬ 
ment  already  has  been  achieved  through 
other  means,  such  as  earlier  public  meetings, 
meetings  with  citizen  representatives,  and/or 
written  comments  on  the  proposed  action. 

b.  Draft  environmental  statement  will  be 
made  available  to  the  public  at  least  15  cal¬ 
endar  days  prior  to  the  time  of  such  meet¬ 
ings,  unless  the  meetings  are  held  prior  to 
the  preparation  of  the  statement. 

11.  Submission  and  distribution  of  draft 
environmental  statement.  Initially,  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statements  shall  be  processed  as 
follows: 

a.  Three  copies  of  the  preliminary  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  for  construc¬ 
tion.  repair  and  alteration  projects  shall  be 
transmitted  to  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Space  Planning  and  Management,  (PR). 
All  Central  Office  comments  on  the  prelim¬ 
inary  draft  shall  be  consolidated  prior  to 
being  returned  to  the  regional  office  for  prep¬ 
aration  of  the  draft  environmental  Impact 
statement.  The  draft  statement  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Assistant  Commissioner  for 
Space  Planning  and  Management,  (PR) . 

b.  When  the  Assistant  Commissioner  for 
Space  Planning  and  Management  determines 
that  the  statement  is  satisfactory,  he  shall 
forward  the  statement  to  the  Office  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel,  Director  of  Environmental  Af¬ 
fairs,  and  the  Commissioner,  PBS,  for  con¬ 
currence,  approval,  and  submission  to  the 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Special  Projects. 
The  Deputy  Administrator  for  Special  Proj¬ 
ects  will  sign  the  transmittal  letters  solicit¬ 
ing  comments  on  the  draft  environmental 
statement  to  CEQ,  heads  of  Federal  agen¬ 
cies,  the  appropriate  Congressmen,  Senators, 
and  Governor  of  the  State  which  is  affected 
by  the  proposed  action. 

c.  For  prospectus  projects,  the  preliminary 
draft  environmental  impact  statement  is  to 
be  submitted  with  the  Project  Development 
Report. 

d.  On  the  day  the  Deputy  Administrator 
for  Special  Projects  signs  the  transmittal 
letters  to  CEQ,  etc.,  sufficient  copies  of  the 
numbered,  dated  statement  shall  be  sent  to 
the  responsible  Regional  or  Assistant  Com¬ 
missioner  who  shall  sign  transmittal  letters, 
and  distribute  copies  of  the  statements  to 
appropriate  local  officials,  to  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies,  special  interest  groups, 
and  the  public  for  comments.  In  addition, 
the  comments  of  appropriate  state,  regional, 
or  metropolitan  clearinghouses  (using  the 
procedures  In  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  Circular  No.  A-95,  Revised)  shall  be 
solicited  unless  the  Governor  of  the  state 
Involved  has  designated  some  other  point 
for  obtaining  this  review. 

e.  The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
(CEQ)  will  publish  In  the  Federal  Register 
lists  of  environmental  statements  received 
during  the  preceding  week  that  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  comment.  The  date  estab¬ 
lishing  minimum  period  of  review  and 
advance  availability  of  draft  EIS  will  be 
calculated  from  the  second  Friday  following 
the  filing  of  the  statement  with  CEQ.  Draft 
environmental  statements  shall  be  made 
available  to  the  public  without  charge  to 
the  extent  practicable  or  at  a  fee  which  is  not 
more  than  the  cost  of  reproduction.  EIS 
will  also  be  made  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  In  PBS  Central  Office  and  Re¬ 
gional  Commissioners'  offices  during  normal 
working  hours. 

f.  Regional  Commissioners  and  Assistant 
Commissioner  for  Operating  Programs  shall 
maintain  a  list  of  groups,  including  relevant 
conservation  commissions,  known  to  be  in¬ 
terested  in  PBS  activities.  In  addition,  a 


list  shall  be  maintained  of  individuals  and 
groups  who  have  requested  an  opportunity 
to  comment  on  a  project  or  action.  A  copy 
of  the  draft  environmental  statement  shall 
be  distributed  to  the  individual  or  groups 
who  have  expressed  an  interest  in  the  project 
or  action  covered  by  the  statement. 

g.  Notice  of  availability  of  the  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  shall  be  published 
in  one  or  more  local  newspapers. 

h.  Federal  agencies  which  have  “jurisdic¬ 
tion  by  law  or  special  expertise  with  respect 
to  any  environmental  impact  Involved”  or 
“which  are  authorized  to  develop  and  en¬ 
force  environmental  standards”  shall  be 
asked  to  comment  on  draft  environmental 
Impact  statements.  These  agencies  are  listed 
in  appendix  II  of  the  CEQ  Guidelines.  Ap¬ 
pendix  III  of  the  Guidelines  lists  offices 
within  Federal  agencies  and  Federal-state 
agencies  that  have  information  regarding  the 
agencies’  NEPA  activities  and  receive  other 
agencies  environmental  statements  for  which 
comments  are  requested.  Draft  environ¬ 
mental  statements  shall  be  submitted  for 
comment  to  the  regional  contact  points  of 
agencies  being  consulted  when  such  offices 
have  been  established  pursuant  to  section 
1500.9(a)  of  the  Guidelines. 

i.  In  implementing  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended, 
the  responsible  official  will  submit  to  the 
appropriate  regional  office  of  EPA  for  re¬ 
view  and  comment  seven  (7)  copies  of  all 
draft  environmental  impact  statements. 

12.  Preparation  of  final  environmental 
statements.  The  final  environmental  impact 
statement  shall  incorporate  GSA-PBS  re¬ 
sponses  to  all  substantive  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  by  other  Federal  agencies,  local  and 
state  officials.  Individuals  and  groups.  The 
sections  of  the  statement  where  change  has 
occurred  will  be  marked  by  a  vertical  line  in 
the  margin,  unless  the  final  differs  substan¬ 
tially  from  the  draft.  Where  opposing  pro¬ 
fessional  views  and  responsible  opinion  have 
been  overlooked  in  the  draft  statement  and 
are  brought  to  our  attention  the  action 
should  be  reviewed  in  light  of  these  com¬ 
ments  and  a  meaningful  reference  made  in 
the  final  statement  to  the  existence  of  these 
responsible  opposing  views  which  were  not 
adequately  discussed  in  the  draft  ^statement 
as  well  as  GSA's  position  on  the  issues  raised. 
All  substantive  comments  received  on  the 
draft  (or  summaries  thereof  where  comment 
has  been  exceptionally  voluminous)  should 
be  attached  to  the  final  statement,  whether 
or  not  each  comment  is  thought  to  merit  in¬ 
dividual  discussion  in  the  text  of  the  state¬ 
ment.  PWA  will  coordinate  summarization  of 
comments  for  forwarding  to  CEQ. 

13.  Submission  and  distribution  of  final 
environmental  statements,  a.  Following  Cen¬ 
tral  Office  approval  of  preliminary  final  EIS 
(procedure  similar  to  paragraph  11. a.,  above), 
the  PBS  regional  office  shall  transmit  the 
original  and  three  copies  of  the  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  as  soon  as  practicable 
to  the  Assistant  Commislsoner  for  Space 
Planning  and  Management,  (PR),  on  con¬ 
struction,  repair  and  alteration  projects  and 
acquisition  of  real  property.  The  original 
copy  of  the  final  environmental  statement 
shall  include  the  original  copy  of  all  com¬ 
ments  received  and  exhibits  on  the  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement.  After  review  and  ap¬ 
proval,  the  necessary  copies  of  the  final  text 
of  the  environmental  statement  and  com¬ 
ments  received  shall  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
General  Counsel,  the  Office  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner,  PBS,  and  the  Director  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Affairs.  Upon  review  and  concurrence, 
the  final  statement  will  be  sent  to  the  Deputy 
Administrator  for  Special  Projects  for  Sub¬ 
mission  to  CEQ  and  appropriate  officials. 

b.  Copies  of  final  statements,  with  com¬ 
ments  attached,  shall  be  sent  to  all  Federal, 


State,  and  local  agencies  and  private  organi¬ 
zations,  clearinghouses  and  individuals  that 
made  substantive  comments  on  the  draft 
statement  and  to  individuals  who  requested 
a  copy  of  the  final  statement,  as  well  as  any 
applicant  whose  project  is  the  subject  of  the 
statement.  Copies  of  final  statements  shall  in 
all  cases  be  sent  to  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  to  assist  it  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibilities  under  section  309  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act.  Where  the  number  of  com¬ 
ments  on  a  draft  statement  is  such  that  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  final  statement  to  all  com¬ 
menting  entities  appears  impracticable,  the 
Assistant  Commissioner  for  Space  Planning 
and  Management,  (PR),  will  notify  PWA  and 
request  that  CEQ  be  consulted  concerning 
alternative  arrangement  for  distribution  of 
the  statement. 

14.  Time  requirements  for  review  of  draft 
and  final  environmental  statements,  a.  No 
action  is  to  be  taken  sooner  than  90  calendar 
days  following  commencement  of  the  re¬ 
view  period  for  the  draft  EIS,  nor  should  such 
action  be  taken  sooner  than  30  calendar  days 
after  the  final  environmental  statement  has 
been  made  available  to  CEQ,  commenting 
agencies,  and  the  public.  The  term  "action”, 
as  used  in  this  subparagraph  shall  mean  is¬ 
suance  of  a  notice  to  proceed  pursuant  to  a 
construction  or  demolition  contract,  accept¬ 
ance  of  offers  to  sell,  vesting  of  title,  reloca¬ 
tion  and  issuance  of  the  90  day  letter  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  301(5),  Public  Law  91-646 
and  other  such  activities.  Certain  procedures 
are  to  be  excluded  from  this  prohibition  (i.e., 
continuance  of  design,  contracts  for  apprais¬ 
al  reports,  title  evidence  and  surveys,  and 
negotiations  for  site  acquisition).  The  de¬ 
termination  of  whether  or  not  another  action 
is  an  “action”  as  used  in  this  subparagraph 
shall  be  made  by  the  Commissioner,  of  PBS 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Office  of  General 
Counsel  and  PWA. 

b.  A  time  limit  of  45  days  is  provided  for 
comment  to  the  draft  statement.  If  no 
reply  is  received  from  those  consulted  or 
a  request  for  an  extension  of  time  in  which 
to  comment,  it  will  be  presumed  that  the 
agency  or  party  consulted  has  no  comment 
to  make.  When  time  permits,  an  extension 
of  the  commenting  period  of  up  to  15  cal¬ 
endar  days  may  be  granted. 

c.  If  the  final  text  of  an  environmental 
statement  is  filed  at  least  60  calendar  days 
after  the  notice  is  published  by  CEQ  In  the 
Federal  Register,  the  30-day  period  and  90- 
day  period  may  run  concurrently  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  they  overlap. 

d.  Where  emergency  circumstances  make 
it  necessary  to  take  a  major  Federal  action 
with  significant  environmental  impact  with¬ 
out  observing  the  provisions  of  the  Guide¬ 
lines  concerning  minimum  periods  for  agency 
review,  the  Assistant  Commissioner  for 
Space  Planning  and  Management,  PR,  will 
advise  PWA  of  the  nature  of  the  action  and 
need  for  requesting  an  exception  to  stand¬ 
ard  procedures.  If  PWA  concurs,  he  shall 
obtain  the  approval  of  the  Commissioner, 
PBS,  and  the  Deputy  Administrator  for  Spe¬ 
cial  Projects  for  the  exception  and  consult 
with  CEQ  concerning  alternative  arrange¬ 
ments.  Similarly,  where  there  are  overriding 
considerations  of  expense  to  the  Government 
or  impaired  program  effectiveness,  PWA  will 
consult  with  CEQ  concerning  appropriate 
modifications  of  the  minimum  periods. 

15.  Amendment  of  draft  or  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement.  Responsible  regional  PBS 
officials  shall  keep  abreast  of  any  substan¬ 
tial  changes  in  the  proposed  action  that  may 
develop  or  significant  new  information  that 
becomes  available  concerning  its  environ¬ 
mental  aspects.  These  circumstances  shall 
be  evaluated  to  determine  whether  the  draft 
or  final  environmental  Impact  statement 
should  be  supplemented  or  amended.  Sup- 
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plements  or  amendments  to  the  statements 
will  he  Issued,  as  appropriate.  Notice  of  the 
development  will  be  given  to  PWA  by  the 
Assistant  Commissioner  for  Space  Planning 
and  Management,  PR.  PWA  should  consult 
with  CEQ  with  respect  to  the  possible  need 
for  or  desirability  of  recirculation  of  the 
statement  for  the  appropriate  period. 

16.  Responsibility  for  draft  and  final  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  preparation 
in  multi-agency  actions,  a.  Except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  subparagraph  (b)  below,  when  OSA 
and  one  or  more  agencies  (1)  directly  spon¬ 
sor  an  action,  or  are  directly  Involved  In  a 
group  of  actions  directly  related  to  each 
other  because  of  their  functional  Interde¬ 
pendence  and  geographical  proximity,  a  "lead 
agency"  shall  be  designated  to  assume  su¬ 
pervisory  responsibility  for  preparation  of 
the  statement.  Factors  relevant  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  “lead  agency,”  Include 
the  time  sequence  In  which  the  agencies  be- 
oome  Involved,  the  magnitude  of  their  re¬ 
spective  Involvement,  and  their  relative 
expertise  with  respect  to  the  environmental 
effects  of  the  actions.  Where  there  Is  a 
question  as  to  the  primary  responsibility 
for  statement  preparation,  the  matter  will 
be  referred  to  the  Deputy  Administrator  for 
Special  Projects  for  referral  to  the  CEQ  for 
resolution.  However,  it  Is  possible  for  a 
statement  to  be  submitted  Jointly  by  all 
agencies  concerned  with  the  comments  be¬ 
ing  returned  to  a  single  designated  agency 
official.  In  cases  where  GSA  Is  the  "lead 
agency”  and  one  or  more  agencies  have 
partial  responsibility  for  the  action,  the 
other  agencies  shall  be  requested  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  information  to  the  responsible 
PBS  official  as  may  be  necessary  to  prepare 
a  suitable  and  complete  environmental  Im¬ 
pact  statement.  If  another  agency  Is  desig¬ 
nated  to  be  the  “lead  agency,"  the  criteria 
tor  statement  preparation  for  that  agency 
shall  apply. 

b.  The  General  Services  Administration 
(OSA)  will  serve  as  the  lead  agency  In  all 
projects  involving  construction  of  buildings 
by  the  Public  Buildings  Service. 

17.  Format  requirement,  a.  Type  draft  and 
final  environmental  Impact  statement  on 
white  paper  with  clear  black  type; 

b.  The  statement  number  will  be  assigned 
In  Central  Office  by  the  Assistant  Commis¬ 
sioner  for  Space  Planning  and  Management, 
(PR).  In  accordance  with  PBS  Information 
System  procedures; 

c.  Prepare  a  summary  sheet  In  accordance 
with  the  format  prescribed  in  appendix  I  of 
the  CEQ  Guidelines  and  attach  to  the  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  as  the  second  page; 
and 

d.  Prepare  a  cover  sheet  for  each  environ¬ 
mental  statement. 

fFR  Doc.76-17133  Plied  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

(332-76] 

INTERNATIONAL  COMMODITY 
AGREEMENTS 

Investigation 

In  response  to  a  request  dated  June  17, 
1975,  by  the  Subcommittee  on  Trade  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance,  the 
United  States  International  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  has  Instituted  an  Investigation 
pursuant  to  section  332(g)  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930  (19  UJ3.C.  1332(g))  on  the 
experience  of  the  United  States  with  In¬ 
ternational  commodity  agreements.  The 
full  text  of  the  request  Is  as  follows: 


I  am  writing  in  behalf  of  the  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Trade  of  the  Committee  on  Fi¬ 
nance  to  request  that  the  Commission  pre¬ 
pare  a  report  on  the  experience  of  the  US. 
with  International  commodity  agreements. 
We  request  that  this  report  be  completed 
and  made  avaUable  to  the  Committee  by 
mid-September,  1975. 

As  you  are  aware,  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  In 
a  number  of  Instances  directs  the  President 
in  the  exercise  of  his  Wade  agreement  author¬ 
ity  to  negotiate  International  agreements  to 
assure  fair  and  equitable  access  to  supplies  of 
food,  raw  materials,  and  manufactured  prod¬ 
ucts.  Section  108,  for  example,  provides  that: 

Access  to  Swffues 

(a)  A  principal  United  States  negotiating 
objective  under  section  102  shall  be  to  enter 
Into  trade  agreements  with  foreign  countries 
and  Instrumentalities  to  assure  the  United 
States  of  fair  and  equitable  access  at  reason¬ 
able  prices  to  supplies  of  articles  of  commerce 
which  are  Important  to  the  economic  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  United  States  and  for 
which  the  United  States  does  not  have,  or 
cannot  easily  develop,  the  necessary  domestic 
productive  capacity  to  supply  Its  own 
requirements. 

(b)  Any  agreement  entered  Into  under  sec¬ 
tion  102  may  Include  provisions  which — 

(1)  assure  to  the  United  States  the  con¬ 
tinued  availability  of  Important  articles  at 
reasonable  prices,  and 

(2)  provide  reciprocal  concessions  or  com¬ 
parable  trade  obligations,  or  both,  by  the 
United  States. 

As  you  may  also  be  aware,  the  subject  of 
International  commodity  agreements  has 
received  Increased  attention  in  recent 
months  In  both  domestic  and  international 
discussions.  On  a  number  of  occasions,  for 
example,  the  Secretary  of  State  has  spoken 
of  the  need  to  devise  a  new  economic  rela¬ 
tionship  between  consuming  and  producing 
countries  and  has  suggested  that  the  UA 
may  be  Interested  In  negotiating  a  new  series 
of  International  commodity  agreements. 

To  assist  the  Subcommittee  on  Trade  In  Its 
oversight  function  and  with  a  view  to  the 
possibility  of  future  commodity  legisla¬ 
tion,  the  Subcommittee  reqeusts  that  the 
Commission  undertake  a  study  of  past  inter¬ 
national  commodity  agreements  In  which  the 
U.S.  has  been  a  participating  party.  Such  a 
study  should  Include  among  other  things: 

1.  A  general  summary  of  the  various  com¬ 
modity  agreements  to  which  the  United 
States  has  been  or  continues  to  be  a  party. 

2.  A  description  of  the  reasons  such  agree¬ 
ments  were  entered  Into  and  the  objects 
sought  to  be  accomplished. 

3.  An  analysis  of  the  market  conditions 
(supply,  demand,  prices,  etc.)  which  pre¬ 
vailed  prior  to,  during,  and  subsequent  to 
such  agreements  with  respect  to  the  com¬ 
modities  covered. 

4.  A  statement  of  the  terms  of  such  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  methods  of  their  operation. 

5.  An  ^valuation  of  the  success  or  failure 
of  the  agreement  from  the  perspective  of  the 
United  States. 

Should  you  or  your  colleagues  have  any 
questions  regarding  this  request,  I  suggest 
that  you  direct  your  Inquiries  to  Mr.  Robert 
A.  Best,  Chief  Economist  of  the  Senate  Fi¬ 
nance  Committee. 

With  every  good  wish,  I  am 
Sincerely, 

Abraham  Ribicoff, 

Chairman, 

Subcommittee  on  International  Trade. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

June  26,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-17130  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[TA-201-3] 

WRAPPER  TOBACCO 
Investigation  and  Hearing 

Investigation  instituted.  Following  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  petition  filed  by  the  Cigar  Leaf 
Tobacco  Foundation,  Inc.,  Quincy,  Flori¬ 
da,  the  U.S.  International  Trade  Com¬ 
mission,  on  June  24.  1975,  Instituted  an 
investigation  under  section  201  (b)  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  to  determine  whether 
wrapper  tobacco  (whether  or  not  mixed 
with  filler  tobacco),  not  stemmed  or 
stemmed,  provided  for  in  items  170.10 
and  170.15  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States,  is  being  imparted  into  the 
United  States  in  such  increased  quanti¬ 
ties  as  to  be  a  substantial  cause  of  seri¬ 
ous  injury,  or  the  threat  thereof,  to  the 
domestic  industry  producing  an  article 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  the  im¬ 
ported  article. 

Public  hearings  ordered.  Public  hear¬ 
ings  in  connection  with  this  investigation 
will  be  held  in  Tallahassee,  Florida,  on 
Monday,  August  11,  1975,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  announced  In  a  subsequent 
notice;  in  Hartford,  Connecticut,  on 
Wednesday,  August  13,  1975,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  announced  in  a  subse¬ 
quent  notice;  and  in  Washington,  D.C., 
at  10  a.m.,  e.d.t.  on  Friday,  August  15, 
1975,  in  the  Hearing  Room,  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  Eighth  and 
E  Streets,  NW.  Requests  for  appearances 
at  the  hearings  should  be  received  in 
writing  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  his  offices  in  Washington  not 
later  than  noon  of  the  fifth  calendar  day 
prior  to  the  hearing. 

Inspection  of  petition.  The  petition 
filed  In  this  case  Is  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
and  at  the  New  York  City  office  of  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission 
located  at  6  World  Trade  Center. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

June  26, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-17131  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
THE  EDUCATION  OF  DISADVAN¬ 
TAGED  CHILDREN 

MEETING 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  the  next  meeting  of 
the  National  Advisory  Council  on  the 
Education  of  Disadvantaged  Children 
will  be  held  on  July  18,  1975,  at  the  Mar¬ 
riott  Twin  Bridges  Motel,  U.S.  1,  Arling¬ 
ton,  Virginia,  from  9  ajn. — 4:30  pjn.; 
and  on  July  19,  1975  at  425-13th  Street, 
NW.,  Suite  1012,  Washington,  D.C.,  from 
9  a  m. -4  p.m. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on  the 
Education  of  Disadvantaged  Children  is 
established  under  section  148  of  the  Ele¬ 
mentary  and  Secondary  Act  (20  U.S.C. 
2411)  to  advise  the  President  and  the 
Congress  on  the  effectiveness  of  compen¬ 
satory  education  to  Improve  the  educa- 
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tional  attainment  of  disadvantaged  chil¬ 
dren. 

The  meeting  of  the  18th  will  include 
briefings  by  specialists  in  Early  Child¬ 
hood  Education.  The  Council  will  hear 
Committee  reports  during  the  July  19th 
meeting. 

Because  of  limited  space,  all  persons 
wishing  to  attend  should  call  for  reserva¬ 
tions  by  July  7,  1975,  Area  Code  202/ 
382-6945. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on  the  Educa¬ 
tion  of  Disadvantaged  Children,  located 
at  425-13th  Street,  NW„  Suite  1012, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on 
June  23,  1975. 

Roberta  Lovenheim, 

Executive  Director. 

IFR  Doc.75-17074  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  75-40] 

NASA  RESEARCH  AND  TECHNOLOGY  AD¬ 
VISORY  COUNCIL  (RTAC)  AD  HOC  PANEL 

Notice  of  Determination 

June  26,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  section  9(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463),  and  after  consultation  with 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
the  NASA  Administrator  has  determined 
that  continuation  of  the  Ad  Hoc  Panel 
on  Terminal  Configured  Vehicles  of  the 
RTAC  Panel  on  Aeronautical  Operating 
Systems  is  in  the  public  interest  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  performance  of  duties 
Imposed  upon  NASA  by  law. 

The  functions  of  this  Ad  Hoc  Panel 
are  to  review  and  evaluate  all  phases  of 
terminal  configured  vehicle  research  and 
technology  in  terms  of  relevance  to  cur¬ 
rent  needs  and  future  requirements  of 
the  air  transportation  system  industry/ 
user  community.  The  Ad  Hoc  Panel  pro¬ 
vides  recommendations  and  advice  on 
the  goals,  trends,  content,  and  techni¬ 
cal  balance  of  these  efforts.  It  is  being 
continued  to  insure  that  the  programs 
In  this  area  emphasizes  the  technologies 
which  are  most  important  and  most 
likely  to  be  used. 

Duward  L.  Crow, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
DOD  and  Interagency  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.75-17100  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 
PUBLIC  MEDIA  ADVISORY  PANEL 
Meeting;  Correction 

In  reference  to  the  June  18,  1975  is¬ 
sue  of  the  Federal  Register,  40  FR  65727, 
the  previously  announced  open  session 
on  July  9  from  2:00  p.m.-5:30  p.m.  will 
be  closed  due  to  a  change  in  agenda. 


The  entire  meeting  will  be  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  Panel  review,  discussion,  evalua¬ 
tion,  and  recommendation  on  applica¬ 
tions  for  financial  assistance  and,  ac¬ 
cordingly,  will  be  closed  fcr  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  June  18  notice. 

Robert  Sims, 

Administrative  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities. 

[FR  Doc.75-17210  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS'  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 

CLINCH  RIVER  BREEDER  REACTOR 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
sections  29  and  182  b.  of  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232  b.),  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards’  Subcommittee  on  Clinch  River 
Breeder  Reactor  will  hold  a  meeting  on 
July  17,  1975  in  the  auditorium  of  the 
American  Museum  of  Atomic  Energy, 
South  Tulane  Avenue,  Oak  Ridge,  Ten¬ 
nessee  37830.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting 
will  be  to  develop  information  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  ACRS  in  its  review  of 
the  combined  application  of  the  Tennes¬ 
see  Valley  Authority  (TVA)  and  Project 
Management  Corporation  (PMC)  for  a 
permit  to  construct  this  nuclear  power 
plant.  The  facility  will  be  located  in  Oak 
Ridge,  Tennessee.  The  plant  is  to  use  a 
liquid  metal  fast  breeder  reactor  and  is 
to  have  a  gross  capacity  of  380  MW(e). 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  follows : 

Thursday,  July  17, 1975,  8:30  a.m.  until  the 
conclusion  of  business.  The  Subcommittee 
will  hear  presentations  by  representatives  of 
the  NRC  Staff  and  the  TVA  and/or  PMC  and 
will  hold  discussions  with  these  groups  per¬ 
tinent  to  the  review  of  the  combined  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  TVA  and  PMC  for  a  permit  to 
construct  the  Clinch  River  Breeder  Reactor 
Plant. 

In  connection  with  the  above  agenda 
item,  the  Subcommittee  will  hold  Exec¬ 
utive  Sessions,  not  open  to  the  public 
at  8  a.m.  and  at  the  end  of  the  day  to 
consider  matters  relating  to  the  above 
application.  These  sessions  will  involve 
an  exchange  of  opinions  and  discussion 
of  preliminary  views  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  Subcommittee  members  and  in¬ 
ternal  deliberations  for  the  purpose  of 
formulating  recommendations  to  the 
ACRS. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that 
the  above-noted  Executive  Sessions  will 
consist  of  an  exchange  of  opinions  and 
formulation  of  recommendations,  the 
discussion  of  which,  if  written,  would  fall 
within  exemption  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b). 
Further,  any  non-exempt  material  that 
will  be  discussed  during  the  above  closed 
sessions  will  be  inextricably  intertwined 
with  exempt  material,  and  no  further 
separation  of  this  material  is  considered 


practical.  It  is  essential  to  close  such 
portions  of  the  meeting  to  protect  the 
free  interchange  of  internal  views,  to 
avoid  undue  interference  with  agency 
or  Subcommittee  operation. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or 
schedule. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
is  empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in 
a  manner  that,  in  his  judgment,  will 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of  busi¬ 
ness,  including  provisions  to  carry  over 
an  incompleted  open  session  from  one 
day  to  the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the 
following  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  Items  may 
do  so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof,  post¬ 
marked  no  later  than  July  10,  1975  to  the 
Executive  Secretary,  ACRS,  NRC,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attn:  Mr.  T.  G.  McCreless. 
Such  comments  shall  be  based  upon  the 
Preliminary  Safety  Analysis  Report  for  this 
facility  and  related  documents  on  file  and 
available  for  public  Inspection  at  the  NRC 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  St.,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  the  Oak  Ridge 
Public  Library,  Circulation  Center,  Oak 
Ridge,  Tennessee  37820,  and,  also,  at  the 
Lawson  McGhee  Public  Library,  600  W. 
Church  Street.  Knoxville.  Tennessee  37902. 

(b)  Those  persons  submitting  a  written 
statement  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (a) 
above  may  request  an  opportunity  to  make 
oral  statements  concerning  the  written 
statement.  Such  requests  shall  accompany 
the  written  statement  and  shall  set  forth 
reasons  Justifying  the  need  for  such  oral 
statement  and  Its  usefulness  to  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee.  To  the  extent  that  the  time  avail¬ 
able  for  the  meeting  permits,  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  will  receive  oral  statements  during  a 
period  of  no  more  than  30  minutes  at  an 
appropriate  time,  chosen  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Subcommittee  between  the  hours  of 
11  a.m.  and  2  p.m. 

(c)  Requests  for  the  opportunity  to  make 
oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  who  Is  em¬ 
powered  to  apportion  the  time  available 
amqng  those  selected  by  him  to  make  oral 
statements. 

(d)  Information  as  to  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled  and  In 
regard  to  the  Chairman's  ruling  on  requests 
for  opportunity  to  present  oral  statements, 
and  the  time  allotted,  can  be  obtained  by  a 
prepaid  telephone  call  on  July  15,  1975  to 
the  Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Committee  (telephone  202/634-1374,  Attn: 
Mr.  T.  G.  McCreless)  between  8:15  a.m.  and 
5  p.m.,  e.d.t. 

(e)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee  and  Its 
consultants. 

(f)  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  avail¬ 
able  on  a  first-come,  first  served  basis. 

(g)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture,  and 
television  cameras,  the  physical  installation 
and  presence  of  which  will  not  interfere  with 
the  conduct  of  the  meeting,  will  be  permitted 
both  before  and  after  the  meeting  and  dur¬ 
ing  any  recess.  The  use  of  such  equipment 
will  not,  however,  be  allowed  while  the  meet¬ 
ing  is  In  session. 

(h)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the’  open 
portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  available  for 
Inspection  on  or  after  July  22,  1975  at  the 
NRG  Public  Document  Room  1717  H  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  within  approxi¬ 
mately  nine  days  at  the  Oak  Ridge  Public 
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Library,  Circulation  Center,  Oak  Ridge,  Ten¬ 
nessee  37830,  and  at  the  Lawson  McOhee 
Public  Library,  500  W.  Church  St.,  Knoxville, 
Tennessee,  37002.  Copies  of  the  transcript 
may  be  reproduced  In  the  Public  Document 
Room  or  may  be  obtained  from  Ace  Federal 
Reporters,  Inc.,  415  Second  St.,  NE..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20002  (telephone  202/547- 
6222)  upon  payment  of  appropriate  charges. 

(1)  On  request,  copies  of  the  minutes  of 
the  meeting  will  be  made  available  for  In¬ 
spection  at  the  NRC  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555 
after  October  20,  1975.  Copies  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  payment  of  appropriate  charges. 

Dated:  June  26,  1975. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-17173  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  60-213] 

CONNECTICUT  YANKEE  ATOMIC  POWER 
CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
3  to  Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR- 
61  Issued  to  Connecticut  Yankee  Atomic 
Power  Company  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  Had- 
dam  Neck  Plant,  located  in  Middlesex 
County,  Connecticut.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  changes  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  to  reflect  the  use  of 
Cycle  VI  fuel.  New  safety  limit  curves  are 
provided,  limiting  linear  heat  generation 
rates  are  specified  for  Batch  8  fuel  and  a 
revised  “flyspeck”  curve  is  provided. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Notice  of  Proposed  Is¬ 
suance  of  Amendment  to  Facility  Oper¬ 
ating  License  in  connection  with  this 
action  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  May  16,  1975  (40  FR  21545). 
No  request  for  a  hearing  or  petition  for 
leave  to  Intervene  was  filed  following  no¬ 
tice  of  the  proposed  action. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  May  12,  1975,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  3  to  License  No.  DPR-61, 
with  Change  No.  3,  and  (3)  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of 
these  items  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Russell  Library, 
119  Broad  Street,  Middletown,  Connecti¬ 
cut  06457. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  20th 
day  of  June  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  A.  Purple, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #1,  Division  of  Reac¬ 
tor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.75-17014  Filed  8-30-76; 8: 45  am] 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  June  26,  1975  (44  U.S.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number  (s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an  in¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be  ap¬ 
proved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  dally  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the 

reviewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Economic  Research  Service,  Study  of  U.S. 
Cash  Grain  Pricing,  single-time,  grain  ele¬ 
vators,  processors,  and  grain  merchants, 
Lowry,  R.  L„  395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines,  Plant  Identification  Report, 
6-1562,  single-time,  manufacturing  plants, 
Lowry,  R.  L„  395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Highway  Administration: 

Request  for  Supplemental  Information — 
Brakes,  MCS-136,  on  occasion,  motor 
carrier  of  passenger  and  property,  Lowry, 
R.L.,  395-3772. 

Runway  Calibration/Pilot  Information 
System,  FAA  9500,  on  occasion,  airline 
pUots,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 
Departmental  and  other,  Loe  Angeles  Double 
Deck  Bus  Demonstration  Project  Passenger 
Survey,  on  occasion,  passengers  on  board  a 
transit  bus,  Strasser,  A.,  395-5867. 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion,  Pedestrian/Bicycllst  Accident  Report 
Supplement,  on  occasion,  State,  city,  and 
county  police  agencies,  Lowry,  R.  L. 
395-3772. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Community  Planning  and  Development, 
Quarterly  Narrative  and  Statistical  Prog¬ 
ress  Report,  41620,  quarterly,  new  com¬ 
munity  developers,  Community  and  Vet¬ 


erans  Affairs  Division,  Sunderhauf,  M.  B„ 

395- 3532. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines,  Gypsum,  6-1218-M,  quar¬ 
terly,  gypsum  producers,  Lowry,  R.  L., 

396- 3772. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration,  Medical  Re¬ 
port — General,  SSA-826,  on  occasion, 
physicians,  Marsha  Traynham,  395-4528. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Ap¬ 
plication  for  United  States  Deputy  Game 
Warden,  3-272,  on  occasion.  State  Fish 
and  Game  Agents,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Departmental  and  other.  Industrial  Ship¬ 
pers  Survey— Corporate  Level,  single-time, 
industrial  firms  In  Fortune  500  and  control 
group,  Strasser,  A.,  395-5867. 

Coast  Guard : 

Application  (USCG  Boating  Safety  Finan¬ 
cial  Assistance  Program,  CG-4802,  on 
occasion.  State  governments  as  defined 
in  Public  Law  92-75,  Marsha  Traynham, 
395—4529. 

Offer  and  Agreement  (USCG  Boating 
Safety  Financial  Assistance  Program), 
CG  4804,  on  occasion,  State  governments 
as  defined  In  Public  Law  32-75,  Marsha 
Traynham,  395-4529. 

Amendment  to  Agreement  (USCG  Boating 
Safety  Financial  Assistance  Program, 
CG-4805,  on  occasion.  State  governments 
and  nonprofit  public  service  organiza¬ 
tions,  Marsha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.75-17182  Filed.  6-30-76; 8: 45  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  500-1] 

EQUITY  FUNDING  CORPORATION  OF 
AMERICA 

Suspension  of  Trading 

June  25,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock,  warrants  to  purchase  the  stock, 
9V2%  debentures  due  1990,  5%%  con¬ 
vertible  subordinated  debentures  due 
1991,  and  all  other  securities  of  Equity 
Funding  Corporation  of  America  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national  se¬ 
curities  exchange  is  required  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  12  (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  June  26, 
1975  through  July  5,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

[FR  Doc.76-17094  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 46  am] 
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[Pile  No.  500-1] 

INDUSTRIES  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

June  25,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Industries  International,  Inc. 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  nation¬ 
al  securities  exchange  is  required  in  the 
public  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  12  (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  June  26. 
1975  through  July  5, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17095  Filed 6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 


[Release  No.  34-11493] 

INTERNATIONAL  FLAVORS  & 
FRAGRANCES,  INC. 

Boston  Stock  Exchange  Application  for  Un¬ 
listed  Trading  Privileges  in  Common 

Stock;  Public  Hearing 

June  25,  1975. 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  announced  that  it  has  issued  an 
order  for  the  institution  of  a  public  hear¬ 
ing,  pursuant  to  section  12(f)  (2)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (“Act.”) 
to  consider  whether  the  granting  of  the 
Boston  Stock  Exchange  (“BSE”)  appli¬ 
cation  for  unlisted  trading  privileges  in 
the  common  stock  of  International  Fla¬ 
vors  &  Fragrances,  Inc.  (“IFF”)  is  nec¬ 
essary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  or  for  the  protection  of  investors. 

On  August  22,  1974  BSE  submitted  its 
application,  pursuant  to  Section  12(f)  (1) 
of  the  Act,  for  unlisted  trading  privileges 
in  IFF  securities.  In  its  September  11, 
1974  letter  IFF  notified  the  Commission 
of  its  objection  to  the  application. 

The  Commission  announced  that  the 
hearing  on  BSE’s  application  for  unlisted 
trading  in  the  common  stock  of  IFF  will 
be  held  before  Administrative  Law  Judge 
Max  O.  Regensteiner  and  will  convene  at 
10  am.  Tuesday,  August  5,  1975,  at  the 
Commission’s  headquarters  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
(Sec.  12(f)(2);  78  Stat.  566;  15  U.S.C.  781 
(f)(2)). 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .75-1 7097  Filed  6-30-75; 8:45  am] 


[Release  No.  34-11492] 

LUDLOW  CORP. 

Boston  Stock  Exchange  Application  for  Un¬ 
listed  Trading  Privileges  in  Common 
Stock;  Public  Hearing 

June  25,  1975. 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  announced  that  it  has  issued  an  or¬ 


der  for  the  institution  of  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  pursuant  to  section  12(f)  (2)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (“Act”) 
to  consider  whether  the  granting  of  the 
Boston  Stock  Exchange  (“BSE”)  appli¬ 
cation  for  unlisted  trading  privileges  in 
the  common  stock  of  Ludlow  Corporation 
(“Ludlow”)  is  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest  or  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors. 

On  April  23,  1974  BSE  submitted  its 
application,  pursuant  to  section  12(f)  (1) 
of  the  Act,  for  unlisted  trading  privileges 
in  Ludlow  securities.  In  its  May  10,  1974 
letter  and  May  20,  1974  submission  Lud¬ 
low  notified  the  Commission  of  its  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  application  and  requested  a 
hearing. 

The  Commission  announced  that  the 
hearing  on  BSE’s  application  for  unlisted 
trading  in  the  common  stock  of  Ludlow 
will  be  held  before  Administrative  Law 
Judge  Edward  B.  Wagner  and  will  con¬ 
vene  at  10  a.m  Wednesday,  August  6, 
1975  at  the  Commission’s  headquarters, 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

(Sec.  12(f)(2);  78  Stat.  566;  15  U.S.C.  78Z(f) 
(2)) 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17098  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 


[70-5699] 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  CO. 

Amendment  to  Articles  of  Organization 
June  24,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  New  Eng¬ 
land  Power  Company  (“NEPCO”),  20 
Turnpike  Road,  Westborough,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  01581,  an  electric  utility  subsid¬ 
iary  company  of  New  England  Electric 
System  (“NEES”),  a  registered  holding 
company,  has  filed  a  declaration  with 
this  Commission  pursuant  to  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
("Act”),  designating  sections  6(a)(2), 
7(e),  and  12(e)  of  the  Act  and  Rules  62 
and  65  promulgated  thereunder  as  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  proposed  transaction.  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  referred  to  the  dec¬ 
laration,  which  is  summarized  below,  for 
a  complete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transaction. 

NEPCO  proposes  to  amend  its  Articles 
of  Organization  and  Articles  L  m,  TV, 
and  EX  of  its  By-Laws  to  provide  for  the 
authorization  of  a  new  additional  class 
of  stock  to  be  called  Preferred  Stock- 
Cumulative  to  rank  on  a  parity  with  and 
have  the  same  preferences  and  rights  as 
the  existing  dividend  series  preferred 
stock  but  with  a  par  value  of  $25  rather 
than  $100.  Each  series  of  preferred 
stock-cumulative  would  be  designated 
“Cumulative  Preferred  Stock,  $25  par 
value,  __ %  Series.”  Whenever  any  vote 
of  the  preferred  stock  would  affect  only 
dividend  series  preferred  stock,  the 
dividend  series  would  vote  as  a  single 
class.  Whenever  any  vote  of  the  prefer¬ 
red  stock  would  affect  only  the  preferred 
stock-cumulative,  the  preferred  stock- 
cumulative  would  vote  as  a  single  class. 
In  all  other  cases,  the  dividend  series  pre¬ 


ferred  stock  and  the  preferred  stock- 
cumulative  would  vote  as  a  single  class. 
The  new  preferred  stock-cumulative 
would  have  one-quarter  vote  per  share. 

NEPCO  intends  to  submit  the  proposed 
amendments  to  its  Articles  of  Organiza¬ 
tion  and  By-Laws  to  its  stockholders  at 
a  special  meeting  of  stockholders  to  be 
held  on  July  25.  1975.  In  connection 
therewith,  NEPCO  proposes  to  solicit 
proxies  from  the  holders  of  its  dividend 
series  preferred  stock  through  the  use  of 
solicitation  material  which  sets  forth  the 
proposals  in  detail.  The  declaration  states 
that  the  proposed  amendments  re¬ 
quire  the  affirmative  vote  of  two-thirds 
of  the  now  outstanding  6%  cumulative 
prefered  stock  and  common  stock  voting 
as  one  class  and  the  approval  by  two- 
thirds  of  the  outstanding  shares  of 
dividend  series  preferred  stock  voting  as 
a  class.  Since  NEES,  holder  of  all  of  the 
outstanding  shares  of  NEPCO’s  common 
atook  has  indicated  that  all  such  shares 
will  be  voted  in  favor  of  the  proposed 
amendments,  NEPCO  is  not  soliciting  the 
votes  of  the  holders  of  the  6%  cumula¬ 
tive  preferred  stock  and  common  stock. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  paid  by 
NEPCO  are  estimated  at  $7,500.  includ¬ 
ing  service  fees,  at  cost,  of  New  England 
Power  Service  Company,  a  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary  of  Nees,  of  $2,200.  It 
is  stated  that  the  Massachusetts  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Public  Utilities  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  proposed  transaction  and  that 
no  other  state  commission  and  no  federal 
commission,  other  than  this  Commis¬ 
sion,  has  jurisdiction  over  the  proposed 
transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given,  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person,  may,  not  later  than 
July  21,  1975,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  with  resp>ect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction,  stating  the  nature  of 
his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such 
request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
raised  by  said  declaration  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
PK>int  of  mailing)  up>on  the  declarant  at 
the  above-stated  address,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  declaration,  as  filed  or  as 
it  may  be  amended,  may  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  provided  in  Rule  23 
of  the  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the 
Commission  may  grant  exemption  from 
such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and 
100  thereof  or  take  such  other  action 
as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who 
request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any 
notices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that 
the  declaration,  insofar  as  it  proposes  the 
solicitation  of  the  consents  of 
NEPCO’s  dividend  series  preferred  stock  - 
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I  holders,  should  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  forthwith  pursuant  to  Rule  62: 

It  is  ordered  That  the  declaration  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  solicitation  of  the 
consents  of  NEPCO’s  dividend  series  pre¬ 
ferred  stockholders  be,  and  it  hereby  is, 
permitted  to  become  effective  forthwith 
pursuant  to  Rule  62  and  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  prescribed  in  Rule 
24  under  the  Act. 

For  -the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17091  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[70-5678] 

OHIO  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  and  Sale  of  First 
Mortgage  Bonds 

June  24,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Ohio  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  (“Ohio  Electric”) ,  an  elec¬ 
tric  generating  subsidiary  company  of 
Ohio  Power  Company  (“Ohio”) ,  an  elec¬ 
tric  utility  subsidiary  company  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Electric  Power  Company,  Inc. 
(“AEP”) ,  a  registered  holding  company, 
has  filed  an  application-declaration  and 
amendments  thereto  with  this  Com¬ 
mission  pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) 
designating  sections  6(b),  12(c)  of  the 
Act  and  Rules  42(a)  and  42(b)  (2)  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  as  applicable  to  the 
proposed  transactions.  All  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  application-dec¬ 
laration,  as  amended,  which  is  summar¬ 
ized  below,  for  a  complete  statement  of 
the  proposed  transactions. 

Ohio  Electric  was  organized  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Ohio  on  January  31, 
1972  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring,  com¬ 
pleting  the  construction  of,  and  operat¬ 
ing,  the  General  James  M.  Gavin  Plant 
(Gavin  Plant) ,  a  fossil-fired  steam  elec¬ 
tric  generating  station  situated  in  Ohio 
along  the  Ohio  River  near  Cheshire, 
Ohio.  The  Gavin  Plant  is  to  consist  of 
two  nominally  rated  1,300,000  kilowatt 
generating  units,  the  first  of  which  was 
placed  in  commercial  operation  on  Octo¬ 
ber  20,  1974  and  the  second  of  which  is 
scheduled  to  be  placed  in  commercial  op¬ 
eration  later  in  1975.  It  is  estimated  that 
the  total  construction  costs  of  the  Gavin 
Plant  will  equal  at  least  $600,000,000,  an 
estimated  unit  cost  of  not  less  than  $230 
per  kilowatt.  Construction  costs  aggre¬ 
gating  $535,085,000  had  been  incurred 
through  December  31, 1974  and  it  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  additional  construction  costs 
aggregating  $52,700,000  will  be  incurred 
In  1975  and  not  less  than  $18,199,000  ad¬ 
ditional  construction  costs  incurred  after 
1975.  By  order  issued  March  21,  1972 
(HCAR  No.  17504)  the  Commission  au¬ 
thorized  Ohio  Electric  to  acquire  the 
Gavin  Plant  from  Ohio  Power.  The  order 
of  the  Commission  also  authorized  Ohio 
Electric  to  issue  its  unsecured  promissory 
notes  from  time  to  time  to  seventeen 
banks  under  a  Bank  Loan  Agreement  in 


an  aggregate  principal  amount  up  to 
$300,000,000  and,  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  authorized  Ohio  Electric  and  Ohio 
Power  to  enter  into  and  to  perform  a 
Capital  Funds  Agreement  and  a  Power 
Agreement.  On  April  10, 1972,  Ohio  Power 
transferred  the  Gavin  Plant  to  Ohio 
Electric  pursuant  to  the  Capital  Funds 
Agreement  in  consideration  of  the  is¬ 
suance  and  delivery  by  Ohio  Electric  to 
Ohio  Power  of  the  securities  which  the 
Commission  authorized  Ohio  Electric  to 
issue,  and  thereafter  Ohio  Electric  ef¬ 
fected  borrowings  under  the  Bank  Loan 
Agreement  until  it  completed  in  1974  the 
borrowing  of  the  $300,000,000  thereunder. 
The  notes  issued  under  the  Bank  Loan 
Agreement  mature  by  their  terms  on 
May  31,  1979  and  bear  interest  at  a  rate 
equal  to  one-half  of  one  percent  plus  the 
prime  commercial  loan  rate  of  Manu¬ 
facturers  Hanover  Trust  Company  from 
time  to  time  in  effect.  Ohio  is  entitled 
under  the  Power  Agreement  to  receive  all 
power  (and  the  energy  associated  there¬ 
with)  available  at  Gavin  Plant  and  Ohio 
Power  agrees  to  pay  Ohio  Electric  in  con¬ 
sideration  for  the  right  to  receive  all 
such  power  and  energy,  such  amounts 
from  time  to  time  as,  when  added  to 
amounts  received  by  Ohio  Electric  from 
any  other  source,  will  be  at  least  suffi¬ 
cient  for  Ohio  Electric  to  pay  when  due 
all  of  its  operating  and  other  expenses, 
including  (i)  any  amount  which  Ohio 
Electric  may  be  required  to  pay  on  ac¬ 
count  of  any  interest  and/or  any  sub¬ 
stitute  interest  on  all  indebtedness  for 
borrowed  money  issued  or  assumed  by 
Ohio  Electric  and  on  account  of  the 
stated  maturities  of,  and/or  all  required 
sinking  fund  payments  and  other  regular 
amortization  requirements  applicable  to, 
such  indebtedness  and  (ii)  such  addi¬ 
tional  amount  as  is  necessary  after  any 
required  provision  for  taxes  on,  or  meas¬ 
ured  by,  income  to  enable  Ohio  Electric  to 
pay  required  dividends  on  any  preferred 
stock  which  it  may  issue  and  such 
amount  as  will  represent  a  fair  return  on 
the  common  stock  equity  of  Ohio  Electric 
as  may  be  permitted  by  governmental 
regulatory  authorities  having  jurisdic¬ 
tion.  Ohio  Electric  filed  the  Power  Agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  (FPC)  on  July  3,  1974  as  an  initial 
rate  schedule  of  Ohio  Electric  and  an 
investigation  was  instituted,  which  is 
currently  continuing,  under  section  206 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  as  to  the  rea¬ 
sonability  of  the  rates  and  charges  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  Power  Agreement. 

Ohio  Electric  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell,  subject  to  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  Rule  50  under  the  Act, 
up  to  $75,000,000  principal  amount  of 
First  Mortgage  Bonds,  in  one  initial 
series,  to  mature  in  not  less  than  5  and 
not  more  than  10  years  from  the  date 
of  issuance  of  such  Bonds.  The  interest 
rate  and  the  price  to  be  paid  to  Ohio 
Electric  for  the  Bonds  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  competitive  bidding.  The  terms 
of  the  Bonds  preclude  Ohio  Electric  from 
redeeming  any  such  Bonds  prior  to  July 
1,  1980,  if  such  redemption  is  for  the 
purpose  of  refunding  such  Bonds  with 


proceeds  of  funds  borrowed  at  a  lower 
effective  interest  cost.  The  Bonds  will 
be  issued  under  and  secured  by  a  Mort¬ 
gage  and  Deed  of  Trust,  to  be  dated  as 
of  July  1,  1975,  to  Chase  Manhattan 
Bank,  N.A.,  (“Trustee”),  and  an  Inden¬ 
ture  thereto,  to  be  dated  as  of  the  first 
day  of  the  month  in  which  the  Bonds 
are  to  be  issued. 

The  Mortgage  Indenture  is  designed 
to  finance  60  percent  of  the  construction 
costs  of  the  2  unit  Gavin  plant  plus  ad¬ 
ditions  thereto  as  defined  in  the  Mort¬ 
gage  Indenture.  Ohio  Electric  will  not 
assign  its  interest  or  rights  to  any  funds 
due  or  to  become  due  under  the  Capital 
Funds  Agreement  or  Power  Agreement 
to  any  person  other  than  the  Indenture 
Trustee.  Ohio  Electric  will  not  declare 
or  pay  any  dividend  on  any  class  of  its 
capital  stock,  nor  directly  or  indirectly 
make  any  payment  on  account  of  the 
purchase,  redemption,  acquisition  or  re¬ 
tirement  of  any  shares  of  its  capital 
stock,  of  any  class,  unless,  after  giving 
effect  to  such  declaration,  payment,  pur¬ 
chase,  redemption,  acquisition  or  other 
retirement,  the  aggregate  amount  of  the 
proprietary  capital  of  Ohio  Electric, 
including  all  of  its  capital  stock  and  paid 
in  and  retained  earnings,  is  at  least  53.85 
percent  of  the  principal  amount  of  all 
then  outstanding  indebtedness  of  Ohio 
Electric  for  borrowed  money.  The  In¬ 
denture  provides  for  a  cash  sinking  fund 
pursuant  to  which  Ohio  Electric  will  be 
required  annually  to  retire  Bonds  of  the 
first  series  issued  under  the  Indenture. 
The  amount  of  the  sinking  fund  pay¬ 
ments  for  this  series  will  be  filed  by 
amendment.  It  is  contemplated  that  the 
amount  of  the  annual  sinking  fund  pay¬ 
ments  for  this  series  and  the  respective 
amounts  of  sinking  fund  payments  in 
the  future  for  additional  series  will  be 
sufficient  to  provide  for  the  retirement 
of  all  outstanding  Bonds  at  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  useful  life  of  the  depreciable 
facilities  of  the  Gavin  plant. 

The  proceeds  realized  from  the  sale  of 
the  Bonds  will  be  deposited  in  the  con¬ 
struction  fund  under  the  Mortgage  and 
will  be  withdrawn  by  Ohio  Electric  on 
application  to  the  Trustee  to  pay  con¬ 
struction  costs  of  the  2  unit  Gavin  plant. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions  will  be  supplied  by  amendment. 
The  proposed  issuance  and  sale  of  the 
Bonds  is  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Ohio 
and  no  other  state  commission  and  no 
federal  commission,  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  July  17, 
1975,  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing 
be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the  na¬ 
ture  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such 
request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
raised  by  said  application-declaration 
which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex- 
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change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail/ (air  mail 
if  the  person  being  served  is  located 
more  than  500  miles  from  the  point  of 
mailing)  upon  the  applicant  at  the 
above-stated  address,  and  proof  of  serv¬ 
ice  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney 
at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed 
with  the  request.  At  any  time  after  said 
date  the  application-declaration,  as 
amended  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective  as  provided  in  Rule 
23  of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  take  such  other  action  as 
it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who 
request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any 
notices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  75-17092  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am) 


[File  No.  500-11 

WESTGATE  CALIFORNIA  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

June  25, 1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  (class  A  and  B),  the  cumulative 
preferred  stock  (5  percent  and  6  percent) , 
the  6  percent  subordinated  debentures 
due  1979  and  the  6V2%  convertible  sub¬ 
ordinated  debentures  due  1987,  and  all 
other  securities  of  Westgate  California 
Corporation  being  traded  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  12(k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  June  26, 
1975  through  July  5, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17093  Filed  6-30-75; 8: 45  am] 


[812-3770] 

EVEREST  FUND,  INC.  ET  AL 

Filing  of  Application  for  an  Order  of 
Exemption 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Everest 
Fund,  Inc.  (“Everest”)  and  Fidelity  Con¬ 
vertible  &  Senior  Securities  Fund,  Inc. 
(“Convertible”) ,  35  Congress  Street,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts  02109,  open-end 
diversified,  management  investment 
companies  registered  under  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (the  “Act”), 


and  Fidelity  Management  &  Research 
Company  (“Fidelity”),  the  investment 
adviser  to,  and  a  shareholder  of,  Everest 
and  Convertible  (collectively  referred  to 
as  “Applicants”) ,  filed  an  application  on 
February  28,  1975,  and  amendments 
thereto  on  April  21,  1975,  and  June  18, 
1975,  pursuant  to  section  17(b)  of  the 
Act,  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
exempting  from  the  provisions  of  section 
17(a>  of  the  Act  the  merger  of  Con¬ 
vertible  into  Everest  and,  pursuant  to 
section  17(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  17d-l 
thereunder,  for  an  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  permitting  Fidelity  to  participate, 
as  a  principal,  in  the  merger  of  Convert¬ 
ible  into  Everest.  All  interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  for  a  statement  of 
the  representations  contained  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below.  Everest 
was  organized  in  1965  and,  as  of  Janu¬ 
ary  31,  1975,  had  2,317,364  shares  out¬ 
standing  and  net  assets  of  $22,421,968. 
The  present  investment  objective  of 
Everest  is  the  provison  of  “modest  but 
growing  income  . . .  combined  with  capital 
appreciation  •  *  *.”  Convertible  was 
organized  in  1971  and,  as  of  January  31, 
1975,  had  1,770,720  shares  outstanding 
and  net  assets  of  $11,030,246.  The  invest¬ 
ment  objective  of  Convertible  is  capital 
appreciation  with  income  a  secondary 
objective. 

Both  Everest  and  Convertible  employ 
Fidelity  as  investment  adviser  and  a 
wholly  owned  subsidiary  of  Fidelity,  The 
Crosby  Corporation,  as  principal  under¬ 
writer.  The  Board  of  Directors  of  Ever¬ 
est  and  Convertible  are  identical  and 
their  officers  are  susbtantially  identical. 
Accordingly,  Everest  and  Convertible 
may  be  deemed  to  be  under  common  con¬ 
trol.  Section  2(a)  (3)  of  the  Act,  in  per¬ 
tinent  part,  defines  an  affiliated  person 
of  another  person  to  include  any  person 
under  common  control  with  such  other 
person  and  an  affiliated  person  of  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  company  to  include 
any  investment  adviser  of  such  invest¬ 
ment  company.  Fidelity,  therefore,  is  an 
affiliated  person  of  both  Everest  and  Con¬ 
vertible,  and  Everest  and  Convertible 
may  be  deemed  to  be  affiliated  persons 
of  each  other.  Fidelity  presently  owns 
22,912  shares  of  Everest  and  11,269  shares 
of  Convertible.  These  securities  had  a 
value,  as  of  January  31, 1975,  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $221,788  and  $70,205  respectively 
and  constituted  approximately  0.99  per¬ 
cent  and  0.64  percent  of  the  respective 
outstanding  voting  securities  of  Everest 
and  Convertible. 

Everest  and  Convertible  propose  to  en¬ 
ter  into  an  Agreement  of  Merger  pur¬ 
suant  to  which  Convertible  will  be  merged 
into  Everest  in  accordance  with  Massa¬ 
chusetts  law.  Everest  will  be  the  surviving 
corporation  and  the  separate  corporate 
existence  of  Convertible  will  cease.  The 
Agreement  of  Merger  and  other  matters 
incidental  thereto  have  been  approved 
by  the  Boards  of  Directors  of  Everest  and 
Convertible  and  must  be  further  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  vote  of  at  least  two-thirds 
of  the  outstanding  voting  securities  of 
both  Everest  and  Convertible.  Share¬ 


holders  of  Everest  will  also  be  asked  to 
approve  a  change  in  the  investment  ob¬ 
jective  of  Everest.  The  proposed  new 
investment  objective  of  Everest  is  to  ob¬ 
tain  “reasonable  income  which  shall 
mean  a  yield  for  its  shareholders  which 
exceeds  the  yield  on  the  securities  com¬ 
prising  the  Standard  &  Poor’s  Index  of 
500  Common  Stocks”  and  to  obtain  “cap¬ 
ital  appreciation  on  the  overall  portfolio 
consistent  with  this  objective.”  The  mer¬ 
ger  of  Convertible  into  Everest  will  be 
conditioned  upon  approval  by  Everest 
shareholders  of  the  latter  proposal. 

On  or  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the 
merger.  Convertible  will  distribute  to  its 
shareholders  a  dividend  consisting  of 
substantially  all  of  its  net  taxable  invest¬ 
ment  income.  On  the  effective  date  of  the 
merger,  the  outstanding  shares  of  Con¬ 
vertible  held  by  each  stockholder  of  rec¬ 
ord  will  be  converted  into  that  number 
of  full  and  fractional  shares  of  Everest 
having  an  aggregate  net  asset  value  equal 
to  the  value  of  such  stockholder’s  pro 
rata  interest  in  the  net  assets  of  Convert¬ 
ible.  The  net  asset  values  of  Everest 
and  Convertible,  for  purposes  of  the 
exchange,  will  be  determined  as  of  the 
close  of  business  on  the  effective  date 
of  the  merger. 

As  of  January  31,  1975.  Everest  and 
Convertible  had,  respectively,  net  unreal¬ 
ized  losses  of  $4,210,670  and  $1,905,900, 
and  tax  loss  carryforwards  of  $15,624,- 
300  and  $4,704,384.  Such  tax  loss  carry¬ 
forwards,  or  a  portion  thereof,  will  be 
available  to  offset  future  taxable  gains 
through  January  31,  1980.  No  adjust¬ 
ments  in  the  aggregate  net  asset  values 
of  Everest  and  Convertible  will  be  made 
to  compensate  shareholders  for  any  po¬ 
tential  Federal  income  tax  impact  which 
may  result  from  the  differences  between 
Everest  and  Convertible  in  the  percent¬ 
age  of  their  unrealized  capital  losses  and 
tax  loss  carryforwards  to  their  net  as¬ 
sets.  Applicants  assert  that  an  adjust¬ 
ment  is  not  appropriate  because  there 
is  no  assurance  that  (1)  capital  gains 
will  ever  be  realized  which  can  be  offset 
against  the  tax  loss  carryforwards,  (2) 
unrealized  losses  will  ever  be  realized,  or 
(3)  capital  gains  will  be  realized  against 
which  such  losses,  if  any,  may  be  offset. 

Section  17(a) 

Section  17(a)  of  the  Act,  in  pertinent 
part,  provides  that  it  shall  be  unlawful 
for  any  affiliated  person  of  a  registered 
investment  company,  or  any  affiliated 
person  of  such  a  person,  acting  as  prin¬ 
cipal,  knowingly  to  sell  to  or  purchase 
from  such  registered  company  any  secu¬ 
rity  or  other  property.  Section  17(b)  of 
the  Act  provides  that  the  Commission, 
upon  application,  may  exempt  a  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  from  the  provisions  of 
section  17(a)  if  evidence  establishes  that 
the  terms  of  the  proposed  transaction, 
including  the  consideration  to  be  paid 
or  received,  are  reasonable  and  fair  and 
do  not  involve  overreaching  on  the  part 
of  any  person  concerned  and  that  the 
proposed  transaction  is  consistent  with 
the  policy  of  each  registered  investment 
company  concerned  and  with  the  general 
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purpose  of  the  Act.  Applicants  request 
an  order  of  the  Commission  exempting 
from  the  provisions  of  section  17(a)  of 
the  Act  the  proposed  merger  of  Conver¬ 
tible  into  Everest  and  the  exchange  of 
shares  of  Convertible  for  shares  of  Ever¬ 
est  by  Fidelity  in  connection  with  the 
merger. 

Applicants  assert  that  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  transaction  are  reasonable  and 
fair  and  do  not  involve  overreaching  on 
the  part  of  any  person  concerned.  Shares 
of  Everest  will  be  issued  to  Convertible 
shareholders  on  the  basis  of  the  respec¬ 
tive  net  asset  values  of  Everest  and  Con¬ 
vertible  determined  at  the  same  point  in 
time.  Applicants  assert  that  Fidelity  will 
be  treated  no  differently  than  all  other 
shareholders  of  Convertible.  Applicants 
believe  that  the  consummation  of  the 
proposed  merger  will  result  In  certain 
economies  of  operation  through  the  re¬ 
duction  of  certain  expenses,  such  as  au¬ 
diting  fees,  filing  fees,  custodial  fees  and 
the  expenses  of  preparation  of  proxy 
statements  and  shareholder  reports.  The 
aggregate  expenses  of  consummating 
the  merger  of  Everest  and  Convertible 
are  estimated  to  be  $47,700. 

Prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  mer¬ 
ger,  Everest  will  designate  those  secu¬ 
rities  then  held  by  Convertible  which 
are  incompatible  with  the  investment 
objective  of  Everest  or,  if  delivered  to 
Everest  on  the  effective  date  of  the  mer¬ 
ger,  would  be  immediately  resold  by 
Everest,  and  such  securities  will  be  sold 
by  Convertible.  Applicants  submit  that 
the  proposed  merger  is  consistent  with 
the  policies  of  both  Everest  and  Conver¬ 
tible  and  the  general  purposes  of  the 
Act.  Applicants  state  that  the  invest¬ 
ment  policies  and  restrictions  of  Everest 
and  Convertible  are  substantially  iden¬ 
tical  and  that  the  investment  objectives 
of  both  Funds  are  similar. 

Section  17(d)  and  Rule  17d-l 

Rule  17d-l,  adopted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  section  17(d)  of  the 
Act,  provides,  in  pertinent  part,  that  no 
affiliated  person  of  any  registered  in¬ 
vestment  company  and  no  affiliated  per¬ 
son  of  such  a  person,  acting  as  principal, 
shall  participate  in,  or  effect  any  trans¬ 
action  in  connection  with,  any  joint  en¬ 
terprise  or  other  joint  arrangement  in 
which  such  registered  company  is  a  par¬ 
ticipant  unless  an  application  regarding 
such  joint  enterprise  or  arrangement 
has  been  filed  with  the  Commission  and 
has  been  granted  by  an  order.  A  joint 
enterprise  or  other  joint  arrangement  as 
used  in  this  rule  is  any  written  or  oral 
plan,  contract,  authorization  or  ar¬ 
rangement,  or  any  practice  or  under¬ 
standing  concerning  an  enterprise  or 
undertaking  whereby  a  registered  in¬ 
vestment  company  and  any  affiliated 
person  of  such  registered  investment 
company,  or  any  affiliated  person  of  such 
a  person,  have  a  joint  or  a  joint  and  sev¬ 
eral  participation,  or  share  in  the  profits 
of  such  enterprise  or  undertaking.  In 


passing  upon  such  application,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  consider  whether  the  partic¬ 
ipation  of  such  registered  company  in 
such  joint  enterprise  or  joint  arrange¬ 
ment  on  the  basis  proposed  is  consistent 
with  the  provisions,  policies  and  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Act  and  the  extent  to  which 
such  participation  is  on  a  basis  different 
from  or  less  advantageous  than  that  of 
other  participants. 

Because  officers  and  employees  of  Fi¬ 
delity.  in  their  capacity  as  officers  of  the 
Funds,  proposed  the  merger  to  the  direc¬ 
tors  of  Everest  and  Convertible,  and  be¬ 
cause  Fidelity  will  vote  its  shares  in  the 
Funds  in  favor  of  the  merger  and,  if  the 
merger  is  approved,  exchange  its  shares 
of  Convertible  for  shares  of  Everest,  Fi¬ 
delity  might  be  deemed  to  be  a  partici¬ 
pant  in  the  merger  with  Everest  and  Con¬ 
vertible,  and  thus,  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  section  17(d)  of  the  Act  and 
Rule  17d-l  thereunder. 

Applicants  assert  that  the  proposed 
merger  is  consistent  with  the  provisions, 
policies  and  purposes  of  the  Act.  Appli¬ 
cants  further  assert  that  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  Fidelity,  as  a  shareholder  of  Con¬ 
vertible,  in  the  proposed  merger  will  be 
on  the  same  basis,  i.e.,  net  assets  value,  as 
all  other  shareholders  of  Convertible. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  July  18, 
1975  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hearing 
on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the 
reasons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues, 
if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  the  Applicants 
at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof  of 
such  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  the  case 
of  an  attorney-at-law,  by  certificate) 
shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with 
the  request.  As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the 
application  will  be  issued  as  of  course 
following  July  18,  1975  unless  the  Com¬ 
mission  thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon 
request  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own 
motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing 
or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  Is 
ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-17065  Plied  6-30-75;8:45  ami 


[75-5698] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  CO.  ET  AL. 

Proposal  To  Issue  and  Sell  Notes  to  Banks 
by  Holding  Company  and  To  Issue  and 
Sell  Short-Term  Notes  to  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  by  Subsidiary  Companies 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  National 
Fuel  Gas  Company  (“National”),  30 
Rockefeller  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York 
10020,  a  registered  holding  company,  and 
two  of  its  subsidiary  companies.  National 
Fuel  Gas  Distribution  Corporation  (“Dis¬ 
tribution  Corporation”) ,  10  Lafayette 
Square,  Buffalo,  New  Yoi'k  14203  and  Na¬ 
tional  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(“Supply  Corporation”),  308  Seneca 
Street,  Oil  City,  Pennsylvania  16301,  have 
filed  an  application-declaration,  and  an 
amendment  thereto,  with  this  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  desig¬ 
nating  sections  6(a),  6(b>,  7,  9(a),  10, 
12^b>,  and  12<t)  of  the  Act  and  Rules 
42,  43;  and  45  promulgated  thereunder 
as  applicable  to  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions.  All  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  amended  application-declaration, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions. 

National  proposes  to  issue  and  sell  from 
time  to  time  through  December  31,  1975 
unsecured  short-term  notes  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $30,000,000  to  the  following 
banks : 

Maximum 

Bank  Amount 

DuBois  National  Bank,  DuBols 

Pa.  _  $500,000 

Emporium  Trust  Co.,  Emporium, 

Pa.  __ . 200,000 

McDowell  National  Bank,  Sharon, 

Pa.  . 1,100,000 

Northwest  Pennsylvania  Bank  & 

Trust  Co..  Oil  City,  Pa _ —  1,500.000 

Pennsylvania  Bank  &  Trust  Oo., 

Titusville,  Pa _  2,400,000 

Producers  Bank  &  Trust  Co.,  Brad¬ 
ford,  Pa . . — . -  100,000 

First  Seneca  Bank  &  Trust  Co., 

Oil  City.  Pa _  2.250,000 

First  National  Bank  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Erie,  Pa _  2,500,000 

Marine  Midland  Chautauqua  Na¬ 
tional  Bank,  Jamestown,  N.Y —  1,000,000 

Warren  National  Bank,  Warren, 

Pa.  _  1,000,000 

Marine  National  Bank,  Erie,  Pa  _  400,000 

Marine  Midland  Bank-Western. 

Buffalo,  N.Y. . 6,000,000 

Manufacturers  &  Traders  Trust 

Co.,  Buffalo,  N.Y— .  6,000,000 

The  Chase  Manhattan  Bank,  N.A., 

Buffalo,  N.Y. . 3,000,000 

Liberty  National  Bank  &  Trust  Co., 

Buffalo,  N.Y _  1,000,000 

The  Chase  Manhattan  Bank,  N.A. 

(“Chase”) .  New  York,  N.Y _  1,050,000 

Total  . . 30,000,000 

Each  note  will  be  dated  as  of  the  date 
of  issue,  will  mature  not  later  than  nine 
months  from  the  date  thereof,  and  will 
bear  interest  at  the  prime  commercial 
rate  of  interest  in  effect  from  time  to  time 
at  Marine  Midland  Bank  on  such  date 
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In  the  case  of  banks  located  in  Buffalo 
and  the  rate  in  effect  from  time  to  time 
at  Chase  in  the  case  of  the  remaining 
banks.  Hie  notes  will  be  prepayable  at 
any  time,  in  whole  or  in  part,  without 
penalty  or  premium. 

National  intends  to  use  the  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  its  short-term  notes  to 
acquire  for  cash  up  to  $30,000,000  princi¬ 
pal  amount  of  short-term  unsecured 
notes  proposed  to  be  issued  by  Supply 
Corporation.  Each  such  note  will  be  dated 
the  same  date  and  bear  the  same  interest 
rate  as  the  related  short-term  note  of 
National.  Each  such  note  will  mature 
within  nine  months  from  its  date  of  issue, 
with  interest  payable  quarterly  until  the 
principal  amount  is  paid  in  full.  Supply 
Corporation  will  have  the  option,  after 
payment  of  all  notes  of  prior  maturity 
held  by  National,  to  prepay  any  note  at 
any  time  or  from  time  to  time,  in  whole 
or  in  part  without  premium.  Supply  Cor¬ 
poration  proposes  to  use  the  proceeds 
from  the  above  loans  to  finance  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  up  to  $30,000,000  of  natural  gas 
and  for  working  capital. 

National  also  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell  from  time  to  time  through  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1975,  unsecured  short-term  notes 
to  Chase,  pursuant  to  a  credit  agreement 
(“Credit  Agreement’’),  in  an  aggregate 
amount  not  to  exceed  $12,000,000  out¬ 
standing  at  any  one  time.  The  notes  will 
mature  within  twelve  months  from  their 
date  of  issue,  will  bear  interest  at  the 
prime  commercial  rate  in  effect  from 
time  to  time  at  Chase,  and  will  be  pre¬ 
payable  in  whole  or  in  part  at  any  time 
without  penalty.  National  will  apply  the 
proceeds  to  purchase  up  to  $12,000,000  of 
Distribution  Corporation’s  unsecured 
short-term  notes,  which  will  have  the 
same  maturity  and  bear  the  same  effec¬ 
tive  interest  rate  as  the  related  note 
issued  by  National,  Distribution  Corpo¬ 
ration  will  use  the  proceeds  to  finance  its 
construction  program  and  for  working 
capital. 

National  has  agreed  with  Chase  to 
maintain  average  balances  of  10  percent 
of  the  line  of  credit  plus  10  percent  on 
any  portion  of  the  line  of  credit  taken 
down.  Assuming  an  average  balance  of 
20  percent  and  a  prime  interest  rate  of 
7  percent,  the  effective  cost  of  money 
would  be  8.75  percent.  There  will  be  no 
commitment  fee  or  other  costs  paid  in 
connection  with  National’s  borrowings 
from  Chase. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions  are  estimated  at  $5,000.  The  filing 
states  that  the  New  York  Public  Service 
Commission  and  the  Pennsylvania  Public 
Utility  Commission  have  jurisdiction  over 
the  issuance  and  sale  of  notes  by  Na¬ 
tional  pursuant  to  the  Credit  Agreement 
and  that  no  other  State  or  Federal  com¬ 
mission,  other  than  this  Commission,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  July  14, 
1975,  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing 
be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the  na¬ 
ture  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such 
request,  and  the  Issues  of  fact  or  law 


raised  by  said  amended  application- 
declaration  which  he  desires  to  contro¬ 
vert;  or  he  may  request  that  he  be  noti¬ 
fied  if  the  Commission  should  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  request  should 
be  addressed;  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if 
the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing) 
upon  the  applicants-declarants  at  the 
above-stated  addresses,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  at¬ 
torney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application-declaration,  as 
amended  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective  as  provided  in  Rule 
23  of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  grant  exemption  from  such 
rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100 
thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any 
notices  or  orders  issued  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17066  Filed  6-30-75;  8: 45  amj 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

MAXIMUM  INTEREST  RATES 
Guaranteed  Loan 

Notice  is  given  that  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration  (“SBA”)  has  es¬ 
tablished  the  maximum  rates  of  interest 
that  lending  institutions  participating 
with  SBA  may  charge  on  loans  approved 
by  SBA  on  or  after  July  1,  1975,  under 
section  7  of  the  Small  Business  Act,  as 
amended,  and  section  502  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act,  as  amended. 

Effective  July  1,  1975,  the  maximum 
rate  of  interest  acceptable  to  SBA  on  a 
guaranteed  loan  or  guaranteed  revolving 
line  of  credit  shall  be  ten  and  one-fourth 
percent  (10V4  percent)  a  year,  and  the 
maximum  rate  on  an  immediate  partici¬ 
pation  loan  shall  be  nine  and  one-fourth 
percent  (9 Vi  percent)  a  year.  These 
maximum  interest  rates  are  unchanged 
from  those  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  17,  1975  (40  FR 
12169) ,  and  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
notification  of  a  change  is  issued  by 
SBA. 

The  "SBA  Optional  Peg  Rate”  (form¬ 
erly  called  the  “Treasury  Peg  Rate”) 
for  the  quarter-year  beginning  July  1, 
1975,  will  be  seven  and  seven-eighths 
percent  (7%  percent)  a  year.  This  is  an 
optional  “peg”  rate  for  use  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  fluctuating  interest  rate  loans 
made  in  cooperation  with  SBA. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  13  CFR 
120.3(b)(2)  (vi). 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs : 

No.  59.012  Small  Business  Loans. 

No.  59.013  State  and  Local  Development 
Company  Loans. 

No.  59.014  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety 
Loans. 

No.  69.017  Meat  and  Poultry  Inspection 
Loans  (Consumer  Protection  Loans). 

No.  59.018  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Loans. 

No.  59.001  Displaced  Business  Loans. 

No.  59.003  Economic  Opportunity  Loans 
for  Small  Business) . 

Dated :  June  30, 1975. 

Louis  F.  Laun, 
Acting  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.75-17331  Filed  6-30-76;  10:33  am] 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

DEPENDENCY  ALLOWANCE  FOR  SPOUSE 

TO  CERTAIN  FEMALE  VETERANS  CON¬ 
CERNING  PAYMENT  OF  CERTAIN  EDU¬ 
CATIONAL  BENEFITS 

Statement  of  Policy 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  section  210(c)  (1)  of  title  38  of  the 
United  States  Code  and  pursuant  to 
§  1.551  of  Title  38  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  I  hereby  declare  the  follow¬ 
ing  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  concerning  payment  of  cer¬ 
tain  educational  benefits. 

Whereas,  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Northern  District  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  in  a  decision,  dated  April  4,  1973, 
in  the  case  of  “Kathleen  C.  Greene,  et  al., 
plaintiffs  vs.  Board  of  Veterans  Appeals, 
et  al.,  defendants,”  Civil  Action  No.  C- 
72-643  OJC,  held  that  sections  102(b), 
1652(d)(3)  and  1682(a)  of  title  38, 
United  States  Code,  as  they  were  stated 
prior  to  the  1972  amendments  to  section 
102(b)  (Pub.  L.  92-540),  violated  plain¬ 
tiffs’  rights  of  equal  protection  under  the 
Fifth  Amendment  to  the  United  States 
Constitution. 

And  Whereas;  pursuant  to  the  Order 
of  the  Court,  promulgated  May  4,  1973, 
the  Veterans  Administration  has  paid 
to  the  plaintiffs  the  dependency  allow¬ 
ance  payable  to  them  for  their  spouses 
for  the  appropriate  periods  of  their 
schooling. 

Therefore,  in  recognition  of  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Court  in  deciding  the  con¬ 
stitutionality  of  these  sections  of  title  38 
and  In  order  to  do  equity  to  all  those 
similarly  circumstanced,  I  hereby  de¬ 
clare  that  the  Veterans  Administration 
will  pay  to  any  eligible  female  veteran 
the  dependency  allowance  properly  pay¬ 
able  by  reason  of  her  having  a  living 
spouse  for  the  period  of  her  pursuit  of 
a  program  of  education  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  chapter  34  of  title  38  during 
the  period  commencing  June  1,  1966, 
and  ending  October  24, 1972.  Payment  of 
this  dependency  allowance  will  be  made 
following  receipt  by  the  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  of  a  claim  supported  by 
acceptable  evidence  of  the  marriage. 
Such  claim  and  supporting  evidence 
should  be  submitted  promptly  to  the 
Veterans  Administration  Regional  Office 
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having  jurisdiction  over  the  geographic 
area  in  which  such  female  veteran  re¬ 
sides.  To  be  considered,  a  claim  must 
be  filed  on  or  before  July  1, 1976. 

Approved:  June  16, 1975. 

[seal]  Richard  L.  Roudebush, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-17107  Filed  6-30-75;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

IV-75-9] 

GEORGE  A.  HORMEL  &  CO. 

Application  for  Variance  and  Interim  Order; 

Partial  Grant  of  Interim  Order 

I.  Notice  of  application.  Notice  Is 
hereby  given  that  George  A.  Hormel  & 
Company,  P.O.  Box  800,  501-16th  Av¬ 
enue  NE.,  Austin,  Minn.  55912  has  made 
application  pursuant  to  section  6(d)  of 
the  Williams-Steiger  Occupational  Safe¬ 
ty  and  Health  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1596; 
29  U.S.C.  655)  and  29  CFR  1905.11  for  a 
variance  and  interim  order  pending  a 
decision  on  the  application  for  a  vari¬ 
ance,  from  the  requirement  prescribed 
in  29  CFR  1910.23(c)(1)  concerning 
guarding  of  open-sided  floors,  platforms 
and  runways. 

The  addresses  of  the  places  of  employ¬ 
ment  that  will  be  affected  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  are  as  follows : 

Georg©  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  NE.  6th  Place, 

Austin,  Minn.  65912. 

George  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  160  N.  1st  St.,  Fort 

Dodge,  Iowa  50501. 

George  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  900  South  Platte 

Avenue,  Fremont,  Nebr.  68025. 

George  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  East  Haven  Street, 

Mitchell,  S.  Dak.  57301. 

George  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  South  H  Street, 

Miami,  Okla.  14354. 

The  applicant  certifies  that  employees 
who  would  be  affected  by  the  variance 
have  been  notified  of  the  application  by 
giving  a  copy  of  it  to  their  authorized 
employee  representative,  and  by  posting 
a  copy  at  all  places  where  notices  to  em¬ 
ployees  are  normally  posted.  Employees 
have  also  been  informed  of  their  right  to 
petition  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  a 
hearing. 

Applicant  originally  submitted  a  re¬ 
quest  for  variance  from  the  above  stand¬ 
ard’s  guardrail  requirement  for  the 
ham-shaving  station,  pork  slaughtering 
operation,  in  its  facility  at  Mitchell, 
South  Dakota.  On  April  7, 1975  applicant 
amended  this  request  to  include  all  plat¬ 
forms  at  all  work  stations  in  its  pork 
and  beef  slaughtering  operations  pres¬ 
ently  covered  by  29  CFR  1910.23(c)(1). 
On  April  24,  1975  applicant  submitted 
extensive  supplementary  data  in  support 
of  this  amended  variance  request. 

In  light  of  data  contained  in  appli¬ 
cant’s  submissions  and  gathered  in  var¬ 
iance  inspections  of  applicant’s  Mitchell 
facility  and  three  other  slaughtering  fa¬ 
cilities  not  operated  by  Hormel  in  the 
South  Dakota-Nebraska  area,  as  well  as 
the  observed  variation  in  work  stations 
performing  similar  operations  at  these 


facilities,  sufficient  information  is  pres¬ 
ently  not  available  to  determine  whether 
the  safeguards  generally  proposed  by  ap¬ 
plicant  for  its  beef-  and  pork-slaughter¬ 
ing  platforms  would  provide  working 
conditions  ‘‘as  safe  as”  those  afforded 
by  standard  guardrails.  However,  such 
information  is  available  with  respect  to 
the  ham -shaving  operation  covered  by 
applicant’s  original  request  and  contin¬ 
ued  in  its  amended  application. 

These  ham-shaving  platforms  range 
in  height  from  4'2"  to  6’4"  above  the 
adjacent  floor  and  are  used  by  one  or 
more  employees,  who  shave  surface  hair 
from  slaughtered  carcasses  which  move 
past  the  platform  by  overhead  suspen¬ 
sion.  Employees  use  razor-sharp  knives 
to  perform  this  operation,  which  re¬ 
quires  considerable  flexibility  of  move¬ 
ment  in  the  shaver’s  knee-to-shoulder 
range.  The  ham-shaving  platforms  are 
not  less  than  3'  wide,  and  are  equipped 
with  non-skid  surfaces,  standard  guard¬ 
rails  on  three  (“non-work”)  sides,  and 
a  toeboard  on  the  working  side  to  sig¬ 
nal  the  location  of  the  edge.  In  addition, 
some  protection  against  falls  is  afforded 
by  the  pork  carcasses,  which  move  past 
the  platform  in  close  formation  imme¬ 
diately  next  to  the  open  edge  and  which 
employees  may  and  do  -use  to  steady 
themselves  while  performing  the  shaving 
operation. 

Applicant  asserts  that  installation  of 
a  standard  42"  guardrail  on  this  work¬ 
ing  side  would  severely  limit  access  to 
carcasses  and  cause  frequent  cuts  result¬ 
ing  from  knives  stubbing  or  striking 
against  the  guardrail  in  the  course  of 
shaving  activities.  It  also  points  to  data 
indicating  no  recorded  injuries  from  falls 
from  these  or  any  other  platforms  in 
over  900,000  man-hours  of  work  in  the 
past  five  years,  and  has  represented  that 
no  falls  of  any  kind  from  these  plat¬ 
forms  have  occurred.  In  addition,  it  has 
submitted  numerous  statements  from 
employees  and  union  stewards  at  its 
facilities,  which  statements  support  its 
request.  It  accordingly  requests  a  vari¬ 
ance  which  would  permit  it  to  install 
guardrails  24"  in  height  on  the  working 
side  of  these  ham-shaving  platforms, 
asserting  that  such  a  rail  in  combination 
with  the  above-described  conditions 
would  provide  its  ham-shavers  a  work¬ 
place  as  safe  against  accidental  falls  as 
that  furnished  by  standard  guardrails. 

A  copy  of  the  application  will  be  made 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  up¬ 
on  request  at  the  Office  of  Compliance 
Programming,  U.S.  Department  of  La¬ 
bor,  200  Constitution  Avenue,  Room  NX 
3603,  Washington,  D.C.  20210,  and  at  the 
following  Regional  and  Area  Offices: 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 

Safety  and  Health  Administration,  32nd 

Floor,  Room  3259,  230  S.  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  m.  60604. 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 

Safety  and  Health  Administration,  110  S. 
Fourth  St.,  Room  437,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55401. 

UfJ.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 

Safety  and  Health  Administration,  Room 
3000,  811  Walnut  St„  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64106. 


U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 

Safety  and  Health  Administration,  210 
Walnut  St.,  Room  643,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309. 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 

Safety  and  Health  Administration,  Room 
803,  Harney  and  16th  St.,  City  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 

Safety  and  Health  Administration,  Fed¬ 

eral  Bldg.,  Room  15010,  1961  Stout  Street, 
Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational 

Safety  and  Health  Administration,  Court 
House  Plaza  Building,  Room  408,  300  North 
Dakota  Avenue,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.  57102. 

All  interested  persons,  including  em¬ 
ployers  and  employees,  who  believe  they 
would  be  affected  by  the  grant  or  denial 
of  the  application  for  a  variance  are  in¬ 
vited  to  submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  relating  to  the  pertinent  ap¬ 
plication  no  later  than  July  31,  1975.  In 
addition,  employers  and  employees  who 
believe  they  would  be  affected  by  a  grant 
or  denial  of  the  variance  may  request  a 
hearing  on  the  application  no  later  than 
July  31,  1975,  in  conformity  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  29  CFR  1905.15.  Submis¬ 
sion  of  written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  hearing  should  be  in  quadruplicate, 
and  must  be  addressed  to  the  Office  of 
Compliance  Programming  at  the  above 
address. 

n.  Interim  Order.  It  appears  from  the 
application  for  a  variance  and  interim 
order,  information  submitted  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  and  information  obtained  In 
visits  to  the  slaughtering  facilities  that 
an  Interim  order  is  necessary  to  prevent 
undue  hardship  to  the  applicant  and  its 
employees  pending  a  decision  on  the  var¬ 
iance.  Therefore,  it  is  ordered,  pursuant 
to  authority  in  section  6(d)  of  the  Wil¬ 
liams-Steiger  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Act  of  1970,  and  29  CFR  1905.11 
(c)  that  George  A.  Hormel  and  Company 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  authorized  to  operate 
its  ham  shaving  stations  without  stand¬ 
ard  guardrails  on  the  working  side  of  the 
platform  in  lieu  of  complying  with  29 
CFR  1910.23(c)(1),  with  the  following 
provisions: 

(1)  A  guardrail  24"  in  height  and  a  toe- 
board  4"  in  height  shall  be  installed  on  the 
working  side  of  all  ham-shaving  platforms. 
These  safeguards  shall  in  aU  other  respects 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  29  CFR 
1910.23  for  standard  guardrails  and  toe  boards. 

(2)  The  surface  of  all  platforms  shall  be  o< 
non-skid  material,  and  shall  permit  swift 
darinage  or  provide  for  other  rapid  removal 
of  blood,  fat  particles,  and  simUar  material. 

(3)  All  platfors  shall  be  no  less  than  36" 
wide  for  their  entire  length. 

(4)  Carcasses  passing  the  platform  shall 
be  suspended  at  centers  25"  or  less,  unless 
wider  suspension  wiU  not  result  In  signifi¬ 
cant  gaps  in  the  carcass  “wall”  on  the  plat¬ 
form’s  working  side. 

George  A.  Hormel  and  Company  shall 
give  notice  of  this  interim  order  to  em¬ 
ployees  affected  thereby,  by  the  same 
means  required  to  be  used  to  inform 
them  of  the  application  for  a  variance. 

Effective  date.  This  Interim  order  shall 
be  effective  as  of  July  1,  1975,  and  shall 
remain  in  effect  until  a  decision  is  ren¬ 
dered  on  the  application  for  variance. 
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ni.  Remainder  of  variance  request. 
Applicant’s  request  for  a  variance  and 
interim  order  with  respect  to  other  plat¬ 
forms  and  work  stations  in  the  above- 
listed  facilities  will  be  determined  as  ex¬ 
peditiously  as  possible. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  June  1975. 

John  Stender, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.75-17089  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


IOWA  PLAN 

Approval  of  State  Standards 

1.  Background.  Part  1953  of  Title  29, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  prescribes 
procedures  under  section  18  of  the  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970 
(hereinafter  called  the  Act)  by  which 
the  Assistant  Regional  Directors  for  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  (herein¬ 
after  called  the  Assistant  Regional  Di¬ 
rector)  under  a  delegation  of  authority 
from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor 
for  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
(hereinafter  called  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary)  (29  CFR  1953.4)  will  review  and 
approve  standards  promulgated  pursuant 
to  a  State  plan  which  has  been  approved 
in  accordance  with  section  18(c)  of  the 
Act  and  29  CFR  Part  1902.  On  July  20, 
1973,  notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (38  FR  19368)  of  the  approval 
of  the  Iowa  plan  and  the  adoption  of 
Subpart  J  to  Part  1952  containing  the 
decision. 

The  Iowa  plan  provides  for  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  Federal  Standards  as  State 
standards  (by  reference  after  comments 
and  public  hearing).  §  1952.163  of  Sub¬ 
part  J  sets  forth  the  State’s  schedule  for 
the  adoption  of  Federal  standards.  By 
letter  dated  April  1,  1975  from  Jerry  L. 
Addy,  Commissioner  of  Labor  to  Jo¬ 
seph  A.  Reidinger,  Assistant  Regional 
Director  for  the  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  and  incorporated 
as  part  of  the  plan,  the  State  submitted 
State  standards  comparable  to  29  CFR 
1910.211,  1910.217  (39  FR  41846,  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1974);  Part  1910.93(q)  (39  FR 
41848,  December  3,  1974) ;  Part  1910.217 
(40  FR  3982,  January  27,  1975);  Part 
1910.106(d)  (2)  (40  FR  3982,  January  27, 
1975).  These  standards,  which  are  con¬ 
tained  in  Chapter  88  of  the  Code  of  Iowa 
(1973),  were  promulgated  after  public 
comment  requested  on  February  7,  1975, 
hearings  held  on  March  10,  1975,  and 
resolution  adopted  by  the  Iowa  Bureau 
of  Labor  on  March  13,  1975,  pursuant  to 
Chapter  17a  of  the  Code.  The  standards 
were  effective  on  March  13,  1975,  and 
notice  of  their  adoption  was  published 
by  the  State  on  March  21,  1975. 

2.  Decision.  Having  reviewed  the  State 
submission  in  comparison  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  standards  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  State  standards  are  identical  to 
the  Federal  standards  and  are  hereby 
approved. 

3.  Location  of  supplement  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copying.  A  copy  of  the  standards 
supplement,  along  with  the  approved 


plan,  may  be  inspected  and  copied  dur¬ 
ing  normal  business  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations:  Office  of  the  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  Room  3000,  Federal  Of¬ 
fice  Building,  911  Walnut,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri;  the  Iowa  Bureau  of  Labor, 
East  7th  and  Court  Avenue,  4th  Floor, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa;  and  Office  of  the  As¬ 
sociate  Assistant  Secretary  for  Regional 
Programs,  Room  N3608,  200  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

4.  Public  participation.  Under  §  1953.2 
(c)  of  this  chapter,  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  may  prescribe  alternative  proce¬ 
dures  to  expedite  the  review  process  or 
for  other  good  cause  which  may  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  applicable  laws.  The  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  finds  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  publishing  the  supplement 
to  the  Iowa  State  plan  as  a  proposed 
change  and  making  the  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Director’s  approval  effective  upon 
publication  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  The  standards  are  identical  to  the 
Federal  standards  and  are  therefore 
deemed  to  be  at  least  as  effective. 

2.  The  standards  were  adopted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedural  require¬ 
ments  of  State  law  and  further  partici¬ 
pation  would  be  unnecessary. 

This  decision  is  effective  July  1,  1975. 

(Sec.  18,  Pub. 'L.  91-596,  84  Stat.  1608  (29 
U.S.C.  667) ). 

Signed  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri  this 
18th  day  of  June,  1975. 

J.  A.  Reidinger, 
Assistant  Regional  Director. 

[FR  Doc.75-17090;  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  801] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

June  26,  1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  no¬ 
tified  of  cancellation  or  postponements 
of  hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  75226  Sub  8.  DeCarll’s  Express,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  July  22,  1975  at  Hartford,  Connec¬ 
ticut;  will  be  held  in  Room  134  U.S.  Court¬ 
house  &  Federal  Office  Building,  450  Maine 
Street. 

MC—F— 12332,  Great  Coastal  Express,  Inc. — 
Purchase — Shippers  Express,  Inc.,  MC  4991 
Sub  14,  Great  Coastal  Express,  Inc.,  and 
MC  4991  Sub  16,  Great  Coastal  Express, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  July  14,  1976,  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  is  canceled  and  transfered  to 
Modified  Procedure. 

MC  117851  Sub  17,  John  R.  Cheeseman,  Ap¬ 
plication  dismissed. 

MC-F-12399,  Gaines  Motor  Lines,  Inc.,  and 
Control — M.  &  H.  Trucking  Company,  Inc., 


now  assigned  July  23,  1975  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  has  been  postponed  indefinitely. 

MC  112696  Sub  48,  Hartmans,  Incorporated 
and  MC  138000  Sub  9,  Arthur  H.  Fulton, 
now  assigned  July  22,  1975  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  is  postponed  indefinitely. 

MC  25708  Sub  25,  Laney  Tank  Lines,  Incor¬ 
porated,  and  MC  103191  Sub  49,  The  Goe. 
A.  Rheman  Co.,  Inc.,  and  MC  106119  Sub  22, 
Associated  Petroleum  Carriers,  now  as¬ 
signed  July  28,  1975,  at  Columbia,  S.C., 
will  be  held  in  Room  3,  2nd  Floor,  Munici¬ 
pal  Building,  811  Washington  St. 

MC  14751  Sub  4,  Nelson  Transfer  &  Storage 
Company,  now  assigned  July  29,  1975  at 
Charleston,  West  Virginia;  will  be  held 
in  Room  D,  Main  Lobby,  1900  Washington 
Street,  East. 

I&S  9046,  Increased  Fares  on  Passengers  and 
Vehicles,  Lake  Michigan,  now  assigned 
July  22,  1975,  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  will  be 
held  in  Room  301D,  City  Hall,  200  E. 
Wells  St. 

MC-F-12379  Courier-Newsom  Express,  Inc. — 
Purchase — Bergund  Trucking,  Inc.,  and  MC 
69901  Sub  30,  Courier-Newsom  Express, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  July  28,  1975,  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  will  be  held  in  Room  346A,  Federal 
Building,  230  S.  Dearborn  St. 

MC  118848  Sub  18,  Domenico  Bus  Service, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  September  22, 
1975  (1  week)  at  Newark,  New  Jersey;  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  138276  Sub  2,  J  &  G  Transport  LTD., 
now  assigned  July  22,  1975,  at  Olympia, 
Wash.,  will  be  held  In  Room  A,  4th  Floor, 
Division  of  Motor  Vehicles,  Hlghways-Ll- 
censes  Building,  12th  and  Washington  St. 

MC  59367  Sub  94,  Decker  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
now  assigned  July  28,  1975  at  Amarillo, 
Texas,  is  canceled  and  the  application  is 
dismissed. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17155  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Rule  19,  Ex  Parte  No.  241  Exemption 
No.  85,  Arndt.  3] 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE,  ST.  PAUL  AND 
PACIFIC  RAILROAD  CO.  ET  AL. 

Exemption  Under  Provision  of  Mandatory 
Car  Service  Rules 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Exemp¬ 
tion  No.  85  issued  September  11, 1974. 

It  is  ordered,  That,  under  the  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19,  Ex¬ 
emption  No.  85  to  the  Mandatory  Car 
Service  Rules  ordered  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
241,  be,  and  it  is  hereby  amended  to  ex¬ 
pire  September  30, 1975. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  June  30, 1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  23, 
1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.75-17165  Filed  6-30-76;8:45  am] 


[Rule  19,  Ex  Parte  No.  241  Exemption  No.  81, 
Arndt.  3] 

ERIE  LACKAWANNA  RAILWAY  CO.  AND 
LEHIGH  VALLEY  RAILROAD  CO. 

Exemption  Under  Provision  of  the 
Mandatory  Car  Service  Rules 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Exemp¬ 
tion  No.  81  issued  July  15, 1974. 
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It  is  ordered,  That,  under  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19,  Ex¬ 
emption  No.  81  to  the  Mandatory  Car 
Service  Rules  ordered  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
241  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  to 
expire  September  30, 1975. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  June  30,  1975. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  23, 
1975. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.75-17164  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


FREIGHT  LOSS  AND  DAMAGE  CLAIMS 

Location  Codes  for  Quarterly  Report; 

Proposed  Revision 

This  Notice  announces  proposed  alter¬ 
ation  of  location  codes  in  quarterly  re¬ 
ports  of  freight  loss  and  damage  claims 
to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Motor  carriers  and  railroads  filing  Form 
QL&D  and  Form  QL&D-R,  shown  in  49 
CFR  Part  1249;  49  CFR  Part  1243,  are 
^affected.  The  proposed  alteration  in¬ 
volves  additio  nof  several  location  codes 
to  Schedule  B,  and  the  renumbering  of 
existing  location  codes. 

By  providing  a  greater  number  of  lo¬ 
cation  codes,  theft  and  loss  statistics  may 
be  compiled  for  additional  high-loss 
areas  participating  in  the  jointly  spon¬ 
sored  Department  of  Justice  and  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  city  campaigns 
to  reduce  cargo  theft  and  losses.  These 
additional  high-loss  areas  are  either  de¬ 
fined  specifically  or  provided  for  gener¬ 
ally  in  49  CFR  Part  1948. 

The  existing  location  codes  for  com¬ 
mercial  zones  are  being  renumbered  to 
form  a  single  set  of  location  codes  for 
use  by  both  motor  carriers  and  railroads. 
This  will  facilitate  comparison  of  cargo 
theft  and  loss  between  the  two  modes.  A 
copy  of  the  revised  location  codes  was 
filed  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  A  copy  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Ac¬ 
counts,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  proposed  revision  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views,  or  ar¬ 
guments  as  they  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  In  duplicate  to; 
John  A.  Grady,  Director,  Bureau  of  Ac¬ 
counts,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  12th  Street  and  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Room  6133,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  July  30,  1975,  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  before  taking  action  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  revision.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  Notice  may  be  changed  in  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  Interested 
persons,  both  before  and  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date. 

This  revision  notice  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  17  of  the  Inter¬ 


state  Commerce  Act,  as  amended  (49 
U.S.C.  17). 

[seal]  John  A.  Grady, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Accounts. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 


Proposed  Location  Codes  for  Quarterly  Re¬ 
ports  of  Freight  Loss  and  Damage  Claims, 
Forms  QL&D  and  QL&D-R 


Name  Code 

Name  Code 

COMMERCIAL  ZONE 

COMMERCIAL  ZONE 

Atlanta,  Ga _ 

60 

Seattle,  Wa _ 

80 

Baltimore,  Md _ 

61 

Washington, 

Boston,  Ma _ 

62 

D.C.;  Virginia 

63 

81 

Chicago,  In _ 

64 

STATES 

Cleveland,  Oh__ 

65 

Alabama  _ 

01 

Dallas,  Tx _ 

66 

Alaska  _ 

02 

Detroit,  Mi _ 

67 

Arizona  _ 

04 

Houston,  Tx _ 

68 

Arkansas  _ 

05 

Los  Angeles,  Ca. 

69 

California  - 

06 

Miami,  FI- 

70 

Colorado  _ 

08 

New  Orleans, 

Connecticut _ 

09 

La  _ 

71 

Delaware _ 

10 

New  York,  N.J _ 

72 

Dist.  of  Colum- 

New  York,  N.Y_ 

73 

bla  — - 

11 

Oakland,  Oa - 

74 

Florida  --  —  . 

12 

Philadelphia, 

Georgia  ..  .  . 

13 

N.J _ 

75 

Hawaii - 

15 

Philadelphia, 

Idaho  --  - 

16 

Pa 

76 

Illinois  ...  --- 

17 

East  St.  Louis, 

Indiana  —  -- 

18 

n - 

77 

Iowa _ 

19 

Kentucky  - 

21 

Kansas _ 

20 

Louisiana _ _ 

22 

North  Dakota — 

38 

Maine _ 

23 

Ohio . . 

39 

Maryland  -  — 

24 

Oklahoma _ 

40 

Massachu- 

Oregon _ 

41 

setts  _ 

25 

Pennsylvania _ 

42 

Michigan  - . 

26 

Rhode  Island — 

44 

Minnesota  - 

27 

South 

Mississippi - 

28 

Carolina  —  - 

45 

Missouri  —  -  - 

29 

South  Dakota.. 

46 

Montana  -  -  -  - 

30 

Tennessee  _ 

47 

Nebraska  - 

31 

Texas  _ 

48 

Nevada  - - 

32 

Utah _ 

49 

New 

Vermont _ _ 

50 

Hampshire _ 

33 

Virginia - 

51 

New  Jersey - 

34 

Washington _ 

53 

New  Mexico 

35 

West 

New  York - 

36 

Virginia _ 

54 

North 

Wisconsin _ 

55 

Carolina _ 

37 

Wyoming _ 

56 

St.  Louis,  Mo — 

78 

San  Francisco, 

Ca - 

79 

FOREIGN 

COUNTRIES 

Canada  _  - 

91 

Unknown  _ 

00 

Mexico - 

92 

♦Includes  Potomac  Yards. 


(FR  Doc.75-17162  Filed  6-30-75;8:45  am] 


[Ex  Parte  301] 

ENERGY  CRISIS  AND  THE  NEED  FOR 
EMERGENCY  TRANSPORTATION  LEGIS¬ 
LATION 

June  25,  1975. 

By  report  and  order  in  the  above-en¬ 
titled  proceeding,  decided  May  9,  1975, 
and  served  June  13,  1975,  this  Commis¬ 
sion  stated  that,  “Certain  parties,  includ¬ 
ing  •  •  •  Houston  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce,  •  ♦  •  assert  that  we  should  allow 
motor  carriers  to  transport  as  backhaul 
any  traffic  they  can  without  the  necessity 
of  receiving  authority  from  this  Commis¬ 
sion.”  Energy  Crisis  and  Need  for  Emer¬ 
gency  Transp.  Legis.,  349  I.C.C.  699,  706. 


By  petition  filed  June  19,  1975,  Houston 
Chamber  of  Commerce  asserts  that  this 
misstates  its  position  and  requests  that 
the  report  be  corrected  and  that  the  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceeding  be  notified  thereof. 
Houston  Chamber  of  Commerce  suggests 
further  that  its  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  herein  could  be  summarized 
more  accurately  as  follows: 

The  Freight  Traffic  Committee  of  Houston 
Chamber  of  Commerce  offers  certain  pro¬ 
posals  to  effectuate  Increased  fuel  utiliza¬ 
tion,  including  permissive  trip-leasing  by 
common  carriers  of  private  carrier  equip¬ 
ment,  suspension  of  present  prohibitions 
against  intercorporate  private  carriage  and 
altering  present  Commission  policy  that  dis- 
oourages  carrier  publication  of  “back-haul’’ 
rates  at  a  level  below  system-wide  average 
costs  in  that  other  carriers  often  protest  and 
seek  suspension  of  such  rates. 

In  order  to  effect  the  requested  modi¬ 
fication,  the  words  “Houston  Chamber  of 
Commerce”  printed  at  349  I.C.C.  706  in 
the  above-entitled  report,  will  be  omitted 
from  the  bound  volume  in  which  that  re¬ 
port  is  to  appear. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17163  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Notice  16] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July  1,  1975. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  transfer  application  under 
section  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49 
CFR  Part  1132: 

No.  MC-FC-75948.  By  application  filed 
June  18,  1975,  MONROVIA  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  33  East  Huntington  Drive, 
Arcadia,  Calif.  91006,  seeks  temporary 
authority  to  lease  the  operating  rights  of 
WILEY  M.  WHITTAKER,  2135  NW. 
29th,  Portland,  Oreg.  97210,  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b).  The  transfer  to  MON¬ 
ROVIA  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  WILEY  M.  WHIT¬ 
TAKER,  is  presently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-17156  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 


[Notice  17] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July  1, 1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b) ,  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR 
Part  1132) ,  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)-  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
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that  there  win  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  the 
application.  As  provided  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  of  practice  any 
interested  person  may  file  a  petition 
seeking  reconsideration  of  the  following 
numbered  proceedings  on  or  before 
July  21,  1975.  Pursuant  to  section  17(8) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  such  petition  will  postpone  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  order  in  that  proceed¬ 
ing  pending  its  disposition.  The  matters 
relied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be  speci¬ 
fied  in  their  petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-75372.  By  supplemental 
order  entered  June  19,  1975,  the  Motor 
Carrier  Board  approved  the  transfer  to 
Coats  Freightlines,  Inc.,  Council  Bluffs, 
Iowa,  of  the  operating  rights  set  forth 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  133229  (Sub-No. 
13),  issued  February  28,  1975,  to  Coats 
Freightways,  Inc.,  Council  Bluffs.  Iowa, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  meat, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products  and  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  1  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  Minden, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Massachusetts,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Donald  L.  Stern, 
Suite  530  Uni  vac  Building,  7100  West 
Center  Road,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68106. 

No.  MC-FC-75694.  By  order  of  June 
19,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  on  re¬ 
consideration  approved  the  transfer  to 
Morgan  Trucking,  Inc.,  Shelton,  Wash., 
of  the  operating  rights  in  Certificates 
Nos.  MC  115614  (Sub-No.  1)  and  MC 
115614  (Sub-No.  2)  issued  April  3,  1967, 
and  January  28, 1972,  to  Melvin  Morgan, 
doing  business  as  Morgan  Brothers, 
Shelton,  Wash.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  lumber  and  building  board, 
from  the  plant  site  of  the  Simpson 
Timber  Company  at  Shelton,  Wash.,  to 
Aberdeen,  Wash.,  and  building  mate¬ 
rials,  between  Olympia,  Shelton,  and  Mc- 
Cleary,  Wash.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Longview,  Wash.  George 
Kargianis,  2120  Pacific  Building,  Third 
Avenue  6i  Columbia  Street,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98104,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-75841.  By  order  of  June  23, 
1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Reed  Truck 
Line,  Inc.,  Manila,  Utah,  of  Certificate 
No.  MC  59743  Sub-No.  3,  issued  May  14, 
1959,  to  Levi  Riley  Reed,  Levi  Reed,  Jr., 
and  Deri  W.  Reed,  a  partnership,  doing 
business  as  L.  R.  Reed  and  Sons  Truck 
Line,  Manila,  Utah,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of:  Cement  and  lumber 
from  and  to  specified  points  in  Utah, 
Wyoming,  and  Colorado.  Lawrence  A. 
Marty,  Marty  and  Ragsdale,  P.O.  Box 
231,  Green  River,  Wyoming  82935,  ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney.  * 

No.  MC-FC-75843.  By  order  of 
June  19,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Kali-West 


Transportation,  Inc.,  Downey,  Calif.,  of 
the  operating  rights  in  Permit  No.  MC 
136909  issued  September  18,  1974  to  Wil- 
ferd  T.  Kallhoff,  doing  business  as  Kali- 
West  Transportation,  Inc.,  Downey, 
Calif.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
plastic  sheets,  room  dividers,  folding 
screens,  and  plastic  lamp  shades,  from 
Redondo  Beach,  Calif.,  to  Chicago,  HI., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga.,  un¬ 
der  continuing  contract,  or  contracts 
with  Lancaster  Products  Co.,  of  Redondo 
Beach,  Calif.;  and  bronze  and  iron 
valves,  industrial  casters,  wheels  and 
platform  and  hand  trucks,  from  Bing¬ 
hamton,  N.Y.,  and  Rome,  Ga.,  to  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  Chicago, 
HI.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Boston,  Mass., 
and  between  Binghamton,  N.Y.,  and 
Rome,  Ga.,  under  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts  with  Fairbanks  Company  of 
Binghamton,  N  Y.  Donald  Murchison, 
9454  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  400,  Beverly 
Hills,  Calif.  90212,  attorney  for  appli¬ 
cants. 

No.  MC-FC-75863.  By  order  of 
June  19,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Hy-Way 
Transit,  Inc.,  Cedar  Grove,  Wisconsin, 
of  Permit  No.  MC  136771  (Sub-No.  2), 
issued  November  7, 1973,  to  E.  H.  Teunis- 
sen,  Cedar  Grove,  Wisconsin,  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  transportation  of  building  ma¬ 
terials  (except  petroleum  products),  in 
bulk,  from  Waterloo  and  Monticello, 
Iowa  to  points  in  four  Wisconsin  Coun¬ 
ties,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
A.  L.  Wagner  &  Company,  Inc.  Arthur 
J.  Olsen,  602  North  6th  Street,  Sheboy¬ 
gan,  Wis.  53081,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-75867.  By  order  entered 
June  19,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Torino  Pacelli, 
Trumbull,  Conn.,  of  the  operating  rights 
set  forth  in  Certificate  of  Registration 
No.  MC  98403  (Sub-No.  2),  issued  Janu¬ 
ary  13,  1964,  to  Raymond  E.  Carroll,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  Hampden  Trucking  Co., 
Hampden,  Mass.,  evidencing  a  right  to 
engage  in  transportation  In  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  anywhere  within  the  Common¬ 
wealth.  John  E.  Fay,  630  Oakwood  Ave., 
West  Hartford,  Conn.,  06110,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-75916.  By  order  of  June  23, 
1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Meier  Body  Shop  &  Tow¬ 
ing  Service,  Inc.,  3rd  and  Virginia 
Streets,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51101,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC 
118914  issued  February  29,  1960,  to 
Clarence  E.  Meier,  doing  business  as 
Meier  Body  Shop  &  Towing  Service,  same 
address,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  wrecked,  damaged, 
or  disabled  trucks,  tractors,  trailers,  and 
automobiles,  by  use  of  wrecker  equip¬ 
ment,  between  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  specified 
counties  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
and  South  Dakota. 

No.  MC-FC-75926.  By  order  entered 
June  23,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  G.  Clair  Wiley, 


Colony,  Kans.,  of  the  operating  rights 
set  forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC  68665, 
Issued  June  17,  1949,  to  H.  W.  Powell. 
Colony,  Kans.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  livestock,  between  Colony, 
Kans.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  over  speci¬ 
fied  routes;  and  general  commodities, 
with  the  usual  exceptions,  from  Kansas 
City  over  specified  routes,  to  Colony, 
Kans.,  serving  intermediate  and  off -route 
points  within  12  miles  of  Colony.  James 
M.  Immel,  ABen  County  State  Bank 
Bldg.,  P.O.  Bon  348,  Iola,  Kans.  66749, 
attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  75-17167  FHed  6-30-75;8:45  am  | 


I  Notice  71] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

June  25,  1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application,  except  as  otherwise  specifi¬ 
cally  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  under  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC  67,  (49  CFR  Part  1131) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
of  April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  within  15 
calendar  days  after  the  date  of  notice 
of  the  filing  of  the  application  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register.  One  copy 
of  such  protests  must  be  served  on  the 
applicant,  or  its  authorized  representa¬ 
tive,  if  any,  and  the  protests  must  certify 
that  such  service  has  been  made.  The 
protests  must  be  specific  as  to  the  serv¬ 
ice  which  such  protestant  can  and  will 
offer,  and  must  consist  of  a  signed  origi¬ 
nal  and  six  (6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  field 
office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  313TA),  filed 
June  16,  1975.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS.  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road, 
Houston,  Tex.  77021.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wray  E.  Hughes  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wine,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Cutler.  Calif.,  to  Laconia,  N.H.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  White  Moun¬ 
tain  Vineyards,  Inc.,  R.F.D.  2,  Providence 
Road,  Laconia,  N.H.  03246.  Send  protests 
to:  John  Mensing,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  515 
Rusk,  Room  8610  Federal  Bldg.,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  77002. 

No.  MC  69397  (Sub-No.  16TA),  filed 
June  16,  1975.  Applicant:  JAMES  H. 
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HARTMAN  &  SON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  85. 
Pocomoke  City,  Md.  21851.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  805  Mc- 
Lachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority, 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Treated  and  untreated 
piling,  on  special  equipment,  from 
Bridgeville,  Del.,  and  Hollywood,  Md.,  to 
points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  Delaware,  Maryland,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  C.  K.  Forest  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.,  2938  Hempstead  Turnpike, 
Levittown,  N.Y.  11756.  Send  protests  to: 
W.  C.  Hersman,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  12th  and 
Constitution  Ave.,  NW.,  Room  317,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20323. 

No.  MC  99610  (Sub-No.  20TA),  filed 
June  16.  1975.  Applicant:  ROSS  NEELY 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1500  Second  St.,  Pratt 
City,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35214.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Edward  G.  Villalon, 
1032  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  Pennsylvania 
Ave.  and  13th  St.,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
as  follows:  (1)  between  Aliceville,  Ala., 
and  Columbus,  Miss.,  via  Alabama  State 
Highway  14  and  Mississippi  State  High¬ 
way  69,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(2)  between  Reform,  Ala.,  and  Colum¬ 
bus,  Miss.,  via  U.S.  Highway  82,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  (3)  between  Sul- 
ligent,  Ala.,  and  junction  in  Mississippi, 
at  U.S.  Highway  45  via  U.S.  Highway  278, 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  (4)  be¬ 
tween  Hamilton,  Ala.,  and  Tupelo,  Miss., 
via  U.S.  Highway  78,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (5)  between  Russellville, 
Ala.,  and  Tremont,  Miss.,  via  Alabama 
State  Highway  24  and  Mississippi  State 
Highway  23;  (6)  between  Columbus, 
Miss.,  and  Tupelo,  Miss.,  via  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
and  Columbus  Air  Force  Base,  Miss.,  and 
Prairie,  Miss.,  as  off-route  points;  (7) 
between  Fulton,  Miss.,  and  Aberdeen, 
Miss.,  via  Mississippi  State  Highway  25, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (8)  be¬ 
tween  Amory,  Miss.,  and  Nettleton, 
Miss.,  via  Mississippi  State  Highway  6, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (9)  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  728  and  Mississippi 
State  Highway  8  to  junction  Mississippi 
State  Highway  8  and  U.S.  Highway  45. 

Note. — Ross  Neely  Express,  Inc.,  now  holds 
regular  rout©  authority  between  specific 
routes  In  Alabama,  Georgia  and  South  Mis¬ 
sissippi.  Neely  intends  to  interline  traffic  at 
all  points  at  which  concurrences  are  main¬ 
tained  for  interchanging  traffic,  including, 
but  not  limited  to,  Birmingham,  Mobile, 
Montgomery,  Decatur,  Gadsden,  Anniston, 
Florence,  and  Dothan,  Ala.,  and  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

Neely  proposed  to  join  this  authority 
with  its  existing  permanent  and  tem¬ 
porary  authority  to  serve  points  in  Ala¬ 


bama,  Georgia  and  Mississippi,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  There  are  ap¬ 
proximately  109  statements  of  support 
attached  to  the  application  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  field  office  named  below.  Send 
protests  to:  Clifford  W.  White,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Room  1616, 
2121  Bldg.,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  472TA) ,  filed 
June  17,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
U.S.  Highway  80  West,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39205.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
J.  Borth  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bentonite 
clay,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Artesia,  Miss.,  to  the  sites  of  the  Locks 
and  Dams  near  Aliceville,  Ala.,  and  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Miss.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Caisson  Corporation,  Caisson 
Drive,  Northbrook,  Ill.  60062.  Inquip 
Corporation,  2975  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite 
635,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90010.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Alan  C.  Tarrant,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Room  212,  145  East  Amite  Bldg.,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39201. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  551TA),  filed 
June  18,  1975.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada  Drive,  Lake 
Success,  N.Y.  11040.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  M.  Delany  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Business  papers,  records,  and  audit 
and  accounting  media,  (1)  between  Bal¬ 
timore,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Nashaua  and  Newington,  N.J.; 
Glens  Falls,  Herkimer,  Johnson  City, 
Kingston,  Poughkeepsie,  and  Rome, 
N.Y.;  Rocky  Mount,  N.C.;  Butler, 
Charleroi,  Bubois,  Greensburg,  Kittan- 
ing,  Lewiston,  Lower  Burrell,  Meadville, 
Sunbury,  and  Uniontown,  Pa.;  Fred¬ 
ericksburg,  Hampton,  Norfolk,  Ports¬ 
mouth,  and  Staunton,  Va.;  Elkins,  Mor¬ 
gantown,  and  Parkersburg,  W.  Va.;  (2) 
from  North  Canton,  Ohio  to  Morgan¬ 
town,  W.  Va.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers :  Montgomery  Ward  &  Company, 
Inc.,  800  Geipe  Road,  Catonsville,  Md. 
21228.  Danboume  Corporation,  4373 
Strausser  NW.,  North  Canton,  Ohio 
44720.  Send  protests  to:  Anthony  D. 
Giaimo,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  308TA),  filed 
June  16,  1975.  Applicant:  McKENZIE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1200,  Tal¬ 
lahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1107  Black- 
stone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Propellants  explo¬ 
sives  (solids) ,  Class  B  explosives,  smoke¬ 
less  powder  for  small  arms,  water  wet,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  under  provisions 


and  restrictions  of  DOT  SP  6040,  from 
the  plantsite  of  Olin  Corporation  in  Wa¬ 
kulla  County,  Fla.,  to  Marion,  HI.  and 
Wolf  Lake,  Ill.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Olin  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  222, 
St.  Marks,  Fla.  Send  protests  to:  G.  H. 
Fauss,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  Box  35008,  400  West  Bay  St., 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  379TA),  filed 
June  16,  1975.  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES 
INCORPORATED.  Box  1911,  Cushing, 
Okla.  74023.  Applicant's  representative: 
Charles  D.  Midkiff  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Laundry 
bleach,  dry  (Item  2480-NMFC  100-A) 
packed  in  cardboard  cartons,  from  the 
plantsite  of  the  Clorox  Company  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  to  tht  facilities  of  the  Clorox 
Company  in  Houston,  Tex.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  The  Clorox  Com¬ 
pany,  Beverly  R.  Mitchell,  7901  Oakport 
St.,  Oakland,  Calif.  94621.  Send  protests 
to:  Marie  Spillars,  Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Room  240  Old  P.O.  Bldg.,  215 
N.W.  Third,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  114055  (Sub-No.  5TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  21,  1975,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  6, 
1975,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  RAY  KOLNIK,  doing 
business  as  RAY  KOLNIK  TRUCKING, 
Prairie  View  Road,  Sakworth,  Wis.  43184. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Ray  Kolnik 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Malt  beverages,  from  the 
plantsite  of  the  G.  Heileman  Brewing 
Company,  Inc.,  Newport,  Ky.,  to  points 
in  Elgin,  Ill.,  Fox  River  Grove,  Ill.,  and 
Waukegan,  Ill.;  also,  from  the  plantsite 
of  the  G.  Heileman,  Brewing  Company  of 
Indiana,  Inc.,  Evansville,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Elgin,  Ill.,  Fox  River  Grove,  Ill.,  and 
Waukegan,  Ill.,  also,  from  the  plantsite 
of  the  G.  Heileman  Brewing  Company, 
Inc.,  LaCrosse,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Wauke¬ 
gan,  Ill.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
pers:  Andro  Pucin  Distributing  Co.,  Inc., 
405  Oakwood  Ave.,  Waukegan,  HI.  60085. 
Elgin  Beverage  Company,  1685  Fleetwood 
Drive,  Elgin,  HI.  60120.  L  &  V  Distribut¬ 
ing,  Inc.,  Route  14,  P.O.  Box  44,  Fox  River 
Grove,  HI.  60012.  Send  protests  to:  John 
E.  Ryden,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  135  West 
Wells  St.,  Room  807,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
53203.  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  add  the  Field  Representatives  ad¬ 
dress. 

No.  MC  114118  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
June  16,  1975.  Applicant:  MARSHALL 
mcfarland,  r.f.d.  no.  i,  Circievuie, 
Ohio  43113.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  L.  Alden,  1396  West  5th  Ave.,  P.O. 
Box  5241,  Columbus,  Ohio  43212.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Animal  feed,  from 
Circleville,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  under  continuing  contract  with 
Ralston  Purina  Company,  for  180  days. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  127— TUESDAY,  JULY  1,  1975 


27750 


NOTICES 


Supporting  shipper:  Ralston  Purina 
Company,  901  South  Court  St.,  Circle- 
ville,  Ohio  43113.  Send  protests  to: 
Prank  L.  Calvary,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  220 
Federal  Bldg,  and  U  S.  Courthouse,  85 
Marconi  Blvd.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  323TA),  filed 
June  17,  1975.  Applicant:  BANKERS 
DISPATCH  CORPORATION,  1106  W. 
35th  St.,  Chicago,  HI.  60609.  Applicant's 
representative:  Warren  W.  Wallin  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  (a)  Audit  media  and  other  busi¬ 
ness  records;  (b)  graphic  arts  material, 
between  Wabash,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Huntley,  HI.;  (2)  Hu¬ 
man  blood  and  blood  products,  between 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Marshall  and  Nemha 
Counties,  Kans.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shippers:  Meredith  Brown,  D.  P. 
Manager,  Wabash  Magnetics,  Inc.,  810 
N.  Cass  St.,  Wabash,  Ind.  46992. 
Charles  W.  Cairns,  Administrator,  Amer¬ 
ican  Red  Cross,  Regional  Blood  Center, 
432  S.  39  St.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68131.  Send 
protests  to:  Robert  G.  Anderson,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Everett 
McKinley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn 
St.,  Room  1086,  Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  116314  (Sub-No.  30TA),  filed 
June  17,  1975.  Applicant:  MAX  BIN- 
SWANGER  TRUCKING,  13846  Fire¬ 
stone  Blvd.,  Santa  Fe  Springs,  Calif. 
90670.  Applicant’s  representative:  Carl 
H.  Fritze,  1545  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.  90017.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cement,  from  Crestmore  and  Oro 
Grande,  Calif.,  to  Port  Hueneme,  Calif., 
and  points  in  the  Los  Angeles  Harbor 
Commercial  Zone,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Riverside  Cement  Company, 
P.O.  Box  832,  Riverside,  Calif.  92502. 
Send  protests  to:  Mildred  I.  Price,  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Room  1321  Federal 
Bldg.,  300  N.  Los  Angeles  St.,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  116519  (Sub-No.  31TA),  filed 
June  13,  1975.  Applicant:  FREDERICK 
TRANSPORT  LIMITED,  R.R.  6, 
Chatham,  Ontario,  Canada.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jeremy  Kahn,  Suite  733, 
Investment  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Agricul¬ 
tural  landlevelers,  from  De  Witt,  Ark.,  to 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line,  located  in  Michigan  and 
New  York,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Scott  Landlevelers,  Inc.,  Assistant 
Manager,  David  Estes,  Route  2,  Box 
196X  De  Witt,  Ark.  Send  protests  to: 
Melvin  F.  Kirsch,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  1110  Broderick 
Tower,  10  Witherell,  Detroit,  Mich. 
48226. 


No.  MC  127824  (Sub-No.  5TA  »,  filed 
June  17,  1975.  Applicant:  RONE 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  231, 
South,  Morgantown,  Ky.  42261.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  M.  Nader, 
P.O.  Box  E,  Bowling  Green,  Ky.  42101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  points  in  Butler, 
Warren,  Grayson,  Ohio,  and  Edmonson 
Counties.  Ky.,  to  (a)  points  in  Warren, 
Ohio,  Logan,  Edmonson,  Grayson, 
Daviess,  and  Muhlenberg  Counties,  Ky., 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  having  a  subsequent  movement  by 
rail:  (b)  points  in  Kentucky,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  having  a 
subsequent  movement  by  water;  (c) 
points  in  Tennessee,  Indiana,  Illinois  and 
Ohio.  Restriction:  Restricted  to  a  trans¬ 
portation  service  to  be  performed  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
R.  E.  Summers  Construction  Company, 
Inc.,  of  Bowling  Green,  Ky.,  or  Rone  & 
McGuyer  Lumber  Company,  Inc.,  of 
Morgantown,  Ky.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shippers:  R.  E.  Summers,  President, 
R.  E.  Summers  Construction  Company, 
313  State  St.,  Bowling  Green,  Ky.  42101. 
Bobby  McGuyer,  President,  Rone  Mc¬ 
Guyer  Co.,  Inc.,  Highway  731,  South, 
Morgantown,  Ky.  42261.  Send  protests 
to:  Elbert  Brown,  Jr.,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  426  Post  Office 
Bldg.,  Louisville,  Ky.  40202. 

No.  MC  133689  (Sub-No.  62TA),  filed 
June  16,  1975.  Applicant:  OVERLAND 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  719  First  Ave.  SW., 
New  Brighton,  Minn.  55112.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pet  foods,  from 
points  in  Hopkins,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island  and  Vermont, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Mor¬ 
ton  Pet  Food  Company,  Box  621,  Hopkins 
Station,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55343.  Send 
protests  to:  Raymond  T.  Jones,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  414  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg,  and  U.S.  Court  House  110  S. 
4th  St.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  134601  (Sub-No.  7TA) ,  filed 
June  12,  1975.  Applicant:  GOOSE 

CREEK  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  R.D.  No.  1, 
Ashville,  N.Y.  14710.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  T.  Johnson,  Bankers 
Trust  Bldg.,  Jamestowm,  N.Y.  14701.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (a)  Meats  and 
meat  products  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
ing  houses  as  described  in  Descriptions 
of  Motor  Carriers,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
from  Dakota  City,  Nebr.;  Emporia, 
Kans.,  and  Town  of  Harmony,  Chautau¬ 
qua  County,  N.Y.,  to  Columbus.  Ohio; 
(b)  Frozen  meat  patties,  from  Town  of 
Harmony,  Chautauqua  County,  N.Y.,  to 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  under  continuing  con¬ 


tract  with  Fairbank  Farms,  Inc.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Fairbank 
Farms,  Inc.,  R.D.  No.  1,  Ashville,  N.Y. 
14710.  Send  protests  to:  George  M. 
Parker,  District  Supervisor,  612  Federal 
Office  Bldg.,  Ill  West  Huron  St.,  Buffalo, 
N.Y.  14202. 

No.  MC  138395  (Sub-No.  7TA>,  filed 
June  17,  1975.  Applicant:  DOUGLAS 
H.  WEST,  P.O.  Box  1274,  Salisbury, 
Md.  21801.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  E.  Creager,  1329  Pennsylvania 
Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  Md. 
21740.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Scrap 
metals,  between  points  in  Maryland, 
Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  West 
Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  Ohio 
and  D.C.;  (2)  Scrap  auto  parts  and  re¬ 
conditioned  auto  parts  and  accessories, 
therefore  between  Baltimore,  Md.,  and 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey  and 
Virginia,  for  186  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
pers  :  Penn  Del  Salvage  Company,  504  S. 
Market  St.,  Wilmington,  Del.  19899.  H.  D. 
Metal  Company,  Boundary  St.,  Salisbury, 
Md.  21801.  Riegel  Scrap,  518  Young  St., 
Havre  De  Grace,  Md.  21075.  C.  Si  M.  Auto¬ 
motive,  1800  Worcester  St.,  Baltimore, 
Md.  21230.  Send  protests  to:  W.  C.  Hers- 
man.  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  12th  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Ave.,  NW.,  Room  317,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20423. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 
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IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 

June  26,  1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateioay  Elimination  Rules  (49 
CFR  Part  1065) ,  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  July  11,  1975.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation  . 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  If  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

Applicant:  WARWOOD  TRANSFER 
CO.,  2231-41  Warwood  Ave.,  Wheeling, 
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W.  Va.  26003.  Applicant's  representative: 
A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Materials  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  paper  and 
paper  products,  except  bulk  commodities, 
from  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Ohio  anu 
Marshall  Counties,  W.  Va.,  Jefferson, 
Harrison,  Monroe,  and  Belmont  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ohio,  Allegheny,  Washington,  and 
Green  Counties,  Pa.,  and  those  points  in 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  W.  Va.  within 
25  miles  of  Elm  Grove,  W.  Va.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Wellsburg,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  15558  <Sub  E15), 
filed  May  16,  1974.  Applicant: 

WARWOOD  TRANSFER  CO.,  2231-41 
Warwood  Ave.,  Wheeling,  W.  Va.  26003. 
Applicant’s  representative:  A.  Charles 
Tell,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Household  goods,  between  New  York, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Ohio  and  the  lower  peninsula 
of  Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Bridge¬ 
port,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  45764  (Sub-No.  E10)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  12,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  May  27,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  ROBBINS  MOTOR  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  36,  Es- 
sington.  Pa.  19029.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Alan  Kahn,  2  Penn  Center 
Plaza,  Suite  1920,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
19102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Com¬ 
modities,  the  transportation  of  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  between  points  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line, 
and  extending  north  over  New  York 
Highway  282  to  Nichols,  N.Y.,  thence 
northeast  over  unnumbered  highway  to 
Owego,  N.Y.,  thence  northwest  over  New 
York  Highway  96  to  junction  New 
York  Highway  96B,  thence  northwest 
over  New  York  Highway  96B  to  Ithaca, 
N.Y.,  thence  northwest  over  New  York 
Highway  96  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  5,  thence  west  over  New  York  High¬ 
way  5  to  Geneva,  N.Y.,  thence  north  over 
New  York  Highway  14  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  31,  thence  west  over 
New  York  Highway  31  to  Rochester,  N.Y., 
thence  northeast  over  New  York  Highway 
18  to  Sea  Breeze,  N.Y.,  on  Lake 
Ontario,  thence  east  and  north  along  the 
south  shore  of  Lake  Ontario  to  the 
United  States -Canadian  Border  at  Cape 
Vincent,  and  thence  northeast  along  that 
border  to  its  junction  with  the  New  York- 
Vermont  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  correct  the  territorial 
destination. 


No.  MC  45764  (Sub-No.  E14)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  12,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  May  29,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  ROBBINGS  MOTOR  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  36,  Essing- 
ton,  Pa.  19029.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Alan  Kahn,  2  Penn  Center  Plaza, 
Suite  1920,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  size 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  between  points  in  New  York  in 
and  west  of  Monroe.  Livingston,  and 
Steuben  Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Fairfield,  New 
Haven.  Middlesex,  and  New  London 
Counties,  Conn.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Paterson, 
N.J.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
complete  the  territorial  destination. 

No.  MC  45764  (Sub-No.  E49)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  12,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  May  29,  1975. 
Applicant:  ROBBINS  MOTOR  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  36,  Essing- 
ton.  Pa.  19029.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Alan  Kahn,  2  Penn  Center  Plaza, 
Suite  1920,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  size 
or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Erie,  Pa.,  and  extending  southeast 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  8  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  east  over  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  219, 
thence  south  over  U.S.  Highway  219  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  255, 
thence  southeast  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  255  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  555,  thence  east  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  555  to  junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  120,  thence  east  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  120  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  220,  thence  northeast  over 
U.S.  Highway  220  to  junction  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  442,  thence  southeast 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  442  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  42,  thence 
south  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  42  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  81,  thence 
east  over  Interstate  Highway  81  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  93,  thence 
southeast  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  93 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  209,  thence 
south  and  east  over  U.S.  Highway  209 
to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  248, 
thence  east  over  Pennsylvania  Highway 
248  to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway 
145,  thence  southeast  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  145  to  Allentown,  thence  south 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  309  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  663,  thence 
east  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  663  to 
Quarkertown,  Pa.,  thence  southeast  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  313  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  202,  and  thence  northeast 
over  U.S.  Highway  202  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  Jersey  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Rhode 
Island.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Philadelphia, 


Pa.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
correct  the  territorial  destination. 

No.  MC  45764  (Sub-No.  E69)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  12, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  May  30,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  ROBBINS  MOTOR  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  36,  Essington, 
Pa.  19029.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Alan  Kahn,  2  Penn  Center  Plaza,  Suite 
1920,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (3)  Baltimore  City,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Delaware  and  Pennsylvania.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  points  in  Maryland  within  10 
miles  of  Baltimore,  Md.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  correct  the  gateway. 

No.  MC  45764  (Sub-No.  E75)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  12,  1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  May  30,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  ROBBINS  MOTOR  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  36,  Essington, 
Pa.  19029.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Alan  Kahn,  2  Penn  Center  Plaza,  Suite 
1920,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Structural  steel  and  equip¬ 
ment,  used  in  the  erection  thereof  and 
moving  therewith,  the  transportation  of 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  or  special 
handling,  from  points  in  Ohio  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
West  Virginia  State  line  and  extending 
west  over  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line,  to 
points  in  Vermont  and  New  Hampshire. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  Belmont  Iron  Works 
at  Eddystone,  Pa.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  correct  the  territorial 
destination. 

No.  MC  61231  (Sub-No.  E30) ,  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  ACE  LINES, 
INC.,  4143  E.  43rd  St.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50317.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  L.  Falrbank,  900  Hubbell  Bldg., 
Des  Moines;  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Structural  steel,  steel  tanks,  and 
steel  road  building  materials,  from  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  facilities  of  Armco  Steel 
Corp.,  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  64808  (Sub-No.  E43)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  June  4,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  April  24,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Fairmont,  W.  Va. 
26554.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  LaVelle,  2310  Grant  Bldg.,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission;  (2)  between  points  In  that 
part  of  Pennsylvania  bounded  by  a  line 
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beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  28,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  28  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  66,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  66  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70  to  the  Pennsylvania-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  thence  along  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-West  Virginia  State  line  and 
the  Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line, 
to  the  point  of  beginning,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Indiana  on  and  south  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  74,  including  points  on 
the  above-described  highways.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marion  County,  W.  Va.  The 
purpose  of  this  partial  correction  is  to 
correct  the  territorial  description.  The 
remainder  of  this  letter-notice  will  re¬ 
main.  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  75840  (Sub-No.  E20)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  6,  1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  May  15,  1975,  repub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  June  5, 
1975.  Applicant:  MALONE  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  11103,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35222.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive  :  Guy  H.  Postell,  3384  Peachtree  Road 
NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Twine,  machinery,  plumbing  sup¬ 
plies,  building  materials,  bags,  bagging, 
steel,  seeds,  soap,  shortening  com¬ 
pounds,  cotton  linters,  and  steel  tanks 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  from  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.,  and  points  within  65 
miles  thereof,  and  Montgomery,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on,  north 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arkansas-Missouri  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  270,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  270  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  the  Arkansas-Texas  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Mississippi  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  82  which  are  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  51,  and  Memphis,  Tenn. 
The  purpose  of  this  partial  correction 
is  to  include  the  above  in  the  original 
letter-notice  as  filed.  The  remainder  of 
the  letter-notice  remains  as  previously 
published.  The  purpose  of  this  correc¬ 
tion  is  to  correct  the  commodity 
description. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  E232)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  25,  1974,  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  May  21,  1975. 
Applicant:  MELTON  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666,  Shreveport,  La. 
71107.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  W.  May  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Composition  or  prepared 
roofing,  from  points  in  Arkansas  (except 
those  points  on,  north  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  junction  U.S.  Highway  63 
and  the  Missouri -Arkansas  State  line, 


thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  61  to  the  Mississippi  River), 
to  points  in  Tennessee  on,  west  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  junction 
U.S.  Highway  45W  and  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  45 W  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  54;  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  54  to  junction  with  the  Hatchie 
River,  thence  along  the  Hatchie  River 
to  junction  with  the  Mississippi  River. 
This  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  West  Memphis,  Ark.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  clarify 
the  territorial  destination. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  E257)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  June  12,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MELTON  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  7666,  Shreveport,  La.  71107. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Cap- 
linger  (Same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (3)  (b)  from  points  in  Missouri 
on,  south  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  63 
from  Arkansas-Missouri  State  line  to 
junction  Missouri  Highway  14,  thence 
along  Missouri  Highway  14  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
44,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  44 
to  the  Missouri-Oklahoma  State  line,  to 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65;  (c)  from  points  in 
Missouri  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
63  from  Arkansas-Missouri  State  line  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  Missouri 
Highway  13,  thence  along  Missouri  High¬ 
way  13  to  the  Missouri-Iowa  State  line, 
to  points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  79;  (4)  (b)  from  points  in 
Missouri  except  Newton  and  McDonald 
Counties,  to  points  in  Oklahoma  over  250 
miles  from  Texarkana,  Tex.,  except 
points  in  and  west  of  Beaver  County; 
(5)  composition  or  prepared  roofing,  in¬ 
cluding  composition  shingles  or  asbestos, 
siding  and  sheet  iron  roofing,  *  *  •  etc. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  indicated  by  asterisks 
above.  The  purpose  of  this  partial  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  correct  the  territorial  des¬ 
tination  in  (3)(b),  (3)  (c) ,  and  (4)  (b) 
above,  and  to  correct  the  commodity 
description  in  (5)  above. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E2)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  June  3,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  May  22,  1975. 
Applicant:  MC  NAIR  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  2040  North  Loopwest,  Houston, 
Tex.  77018.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Tom  Wright  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  petroleum  products 
as  are  liquid  chemicals  (except  liquefied 
petroleum  gases,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  those  points  in  Texas  which 
are  within  150  miles  of  Henderson,  Tex., 
including  Henderson,  Tex.,  and  which 
are  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Chilton, 
Tex.,  and  extended  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  7  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  287, 


thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  the 
Texas-Louisiana  State  line,  to  points  in 
Alabama.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
site  of  American  Cyanamid  Company  at 
Avondale,  La.  The  purpose  of  this  correc¬ 
tion  is  to  clarify  the  exception  in  the 
commodity  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E3)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  June  3,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  May  22,  1975, 
Applicant:  MC  NAIR  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City, 
La.  71010.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jo 
E.  Shaw,  Houston  First  Saving  Bldg., 
Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Such  petroleum  products  as 
are  liquid  chemicals  (except  liquefied  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  Henderson,  Tex.,  and 
points  in  Texas  within  150  miles  of  Hen¬ 
derson,  to  those  points  in  Alabama  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama-Mis- 
sissippi  State  line  and  extending  along 
Alabama  Highway  56  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  junction  Alabama 
Highway  10,  thence  along  Alabama  High¬ 
way  10  to  the  Alabama-Georgia  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  of 
American  Cyanamid  Company  at  Avon¬ 
dale,  La.  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
is  to  clarify  the  exception  in  the  com¬ 
modity  description. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E4)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  June  3,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  May  22,  1975. 
Applicant:  MC  NAIR  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City, 
La.  71010.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jo 
E.  Shaw,  Houston  First  Saving  Bldg., 
Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  :  Such  petroleum  products  as 
are  liquid  chemicals  (except  liquefied 
petroleum  gases,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  Henderson,  Tex.,  and 
points  in  Texas  within  150  miles  of  Hen¬ 
derson,  to  points  in  Florida.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  the  plant  site  of  American  Cy¬ 
anamid  Company  at  Avondale,  La.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  clarify 
the  exception  in  the  commodity  descrip¬ 
tion. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  E6)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  June  3,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  22,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MC  NAIR  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jo  E.  Shaw, 
Houston  First  Saving  Bldg.,  Houston, 
Tex.  77002.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
petroleum  products  as  are  liquid  chemi¬ 
cals  (except  liquefied  petroleum  gases,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  those  points 
in  Texas  which  are  within  150  miles  of 
Henderson,  Tex.,  including  Henderson, 
and  which  are  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Denton,  Tex.,  and  extending  along  In- 
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terstate  Highway  35E  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  179/69.  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  175/69  to  junction  Texas  Highway 
63,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  63  to 
the  Texas-Loulsiana  State  line,  to  points 
in  Georgia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant 
site  of  American  Cyanamid  Company  at 
Avondale,  La.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  clarify  the  exception  in  the 
commodity  description. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912, 
Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  T.  M.  Tallon  (Same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Commodities, 
the  transportation  of  which  because  of 
their  size  or  weight  requires  the  use  of 
special  equipment  or  handling;  (2)  parts 
of  commodities  described  in  (1)  above 
which  do  not  require  special  equipment 
when  moving  in  the  same  shipment  on 
the  same  bill  of  lading  from  a  single 
consignor  as  commodities  described  in 
(1)  above;  and  (3)  self-propelled  ar¬ 
ticles,  each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or 
more,  and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts, 
and  supplies  moving  in  connection 
therewith  (restricted  to  self-propelled 
articles  which  are  transported  on  trail¬ 
ers),  between  points  in  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  those  in  New 
Mexico  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  85, 
and  those  in  Texas  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  285 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  277,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
277  to  the  United  States-Mexico  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Oregon  and 
Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Wyoming. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub  E2) ,  filed  May  14, 
1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL  TRUCK 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Joplin,  Mis¬ 
souri  64801.  Applicant’s  representative: 
T.  M.  Tallon  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  handling,  and  self-propelled 
articles,  each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or 
more,  between  points  in  Ohio  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  Texas,  and  Washington. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Indiana  and  Wyoming. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  E4) ,  filed  May 
14,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL  TRUCK 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  T.  M. 
Tallon  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment  or  han¬ 


dling,  and  self-propelled  articles,  each 
weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more  from 
those  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  41,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  Louisiana  (except  Washington 
and  St.  Tammany  Parishes),  and 
those  in  Illinois  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Dlinois-Indiana 
State  line  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  74  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  72,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  72  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
47,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  47  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  36,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  125,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  125  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  67, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24  to  the  Illinois-Missouri  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Indiana. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Jop¬ 
lin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  T.  M.  Tallon  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with,  the  discovery,  devel¬ 
opment,  production,  refining,  manufac¬ 
ture,  processing,  storage,  transmission, 
and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and  pe¬ 
troleum  and  their  products,  and  byprod¬ 
ucts,  between  points  in  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  and  South  Dakota,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Louisiana,  Texas,  those  in  New 
Mexico  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  40, 
and  those  in  Missouri  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Kansas -Missouri 
State  line  and  extending  along  Missouri 
Highway  96  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
66,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  Missouri-Ken- 
tucky  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Okla¬ 
homa, 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  E9),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Jop¬ 
lin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  T.  M.  Tallon  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Tubing,  other  than 
oilfield,  which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight 
requires  special  equipment  or  handling, 
from  those  points  in  Louisiana  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  84,  and  those 
points  in  Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Louisiana-Texas  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
84  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  79  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
77  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  87,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  87  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Idaho,  Nevada,  Montana,  and  Utah.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Gulf  States 
Tube  Corporation  at  Rosenberg,  Tex. 


No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  E10),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Joplin, 
Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  representative: 

T.  M.  Tallon  (Same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Tubing,  other  than 
oilfield,  the  transportation  of  which 
because  of  their  size  or  weight  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment  or  handling 
from  those  points  in  Texas  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas-New 
Mexico  State  line  and  extending  along 
Texas  Highway  18  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  302,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  302  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  junc¬ 
tion  Texas  Highway  158,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  158  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  87,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
87  to  junction  Texas  Highway  71, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  71  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  45,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  45  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  to  those 
points  in  New  York  on  and  east  of  New 
York  Highway  14,  those  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line 
and  extending  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  14  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  15, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  junction 

U. S.  Highway  220,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  220  to  the  .  Pennsylvania - 
Maryland  State  line,  those  in  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  West  Virginia-Pennsylvania  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  79  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77  to  the  West  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line,  and  those  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Tennessee-Virginia  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  81  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  75,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  75  to  the 
Tennessee-Georgia  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Gulf  States 
Tube  Corporation  at  Rosenberg,  Tex. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Joplin, 
Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  representative: 
T.  M.  Tallon  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Transformers,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  or  handling,  from  those 
points  in  Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Mexico 
International  Boundary  line  ^ind  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  385,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  385  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  67 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  218,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  218  to  junction  Texas  Highway 
22,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  22  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  31,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  31  to  junction  U.S. 
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Highway  80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
80  to  junction  UJ3.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  points  In 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  New  Hampshire, 
New  York,  Notrh  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  those  in  Alabama  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  80,  those  in 
Florida  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Georgia -Florida  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  75 
to  junction  Florida  Highway  60,  thence 
along  Florida  Highway  60  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  those  in  Georgia  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
Alabama  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  280  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  55,  thence  along  Georgia 
Highway  55  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  82, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  82  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  75,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  75  to  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line,  those  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi  on  and  north  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  (except  Vicksburg,  Miss.),  and 
those  in  Minnesota  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to  junc¬ 
tion  Minnesota  Highway  6,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  6  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  2,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  2  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  169, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  169  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  35,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  35  to  the 
Minnesota -Iowa  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plant  site  of  General  Electric  Co., 
at  Shreveport,  La. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub  E17) ,  filed  June  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  PARKHILL  TRUCK 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  912,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative :  T.  M. 
Tallon  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Self-propelled  machinery 
and  self-propelled  contractors’  equip¬ 
ment,  each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or 
more,  restricted  to  commodities  which 
are  transported  on  trailers,  (1)  between 
those  points  in  Illinois  on  and  south  of 
United  States  Highway  24,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio; 

(2)  between  those  points  in  Illinois  on 
and  south  of  United  States  Highway  24 
and  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Indiana-Illinois  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  United  States  Highway  50 
to  junction  United  States  Highway  45, 
to  junction  Illinois  Highway  33,  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  16,  to  junction  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  16,  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  29,  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
104,  to  Illinois-Missouri  State  line;  and 

(3)  between  points  in  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line 
and  extending  along  United  States  High¬ 
way  65  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway 
90,  to  Junction  United  States  Highway 
31E,  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
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line;  and  heavy  machinery  between 
those  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Illinois 
State  line  and  extending  along  United 
States  Highway  50  to  junction  United 
States  Highway  45,  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  33,  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
16,  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  29,  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  104,  to  the 
Missouri-Illinois  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  and  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Indiana. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E4)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  10,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  May  28,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  DIRECT  TRANSIT  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49508.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mar¬ 
tin  Leavitt  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building  contractors’  ma¬ 
terials,  restricted  to  building  materials, 
as  described  by  the  Commission,  from 
points  in  Indiana  to  those  points  in  the 
Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  41.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Wilmington,  Del.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  correct  the  carrier’s 
name. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E5)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  10,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  May  28,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  DIRECT  TRANSIT  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49508.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mar¬ 
tin  Leavitt  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building  contractors’  ma¬ 
terials,  restricted  to  building  materials 
as  described  by  the  Commission,  from 
those  points  in  Indiana  on  and  west  of 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  those  points 
in  the  Upper  Peninsula  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  41.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Wilmington,  Ill.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  correct  the  carrier’s  name. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E6)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  10, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  May  28,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  DIRECT  TRANSIT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49508.  Applicant’s  representative:  Martin 
Leavitt  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building  contractors’  ma¬ 
terials,  restricted  to  roofing  materials, 
from  those  points  in  Illinois  south  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Illinois - 
Missouri  State  line,  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  55/U.S.  Highway  66 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  the  Illinois- 
Missouri  State  line  to  those  points  in  the 
Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  2.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Whiting,  Ind.,  and  Wilmington,  HI. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  carrier’s  name. 


No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E7)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  10, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  May  28,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  DIRECT  TRANSIT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49508.  Applicant’s  representative :  Martin 
Leavitt  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  contrac¬ 
tors’  materials,  restricted  to  roofing  ma¬ 
terials,  from  those  points  in  Illinois 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Illinois-Missouri  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  66/Interstate  Highway  55, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  55  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  74,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  74  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  34,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  34  to  the  Hlinois-Iowa  State 
line,  to  those  points  in  the  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  41.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Whiting, 
Ind.,  and  Wilmington,  HI.  The  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  correct  the  car¬ 
rier’s  name. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E8)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  10, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  May  28,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  DIRECT  TRANSIT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49508.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mar¬ 
tin  Leavitt  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building  contractor’s  ma¬ 
terials,  restricted  to  building  and  roofing 
materials,  from  points  in  Indiana  (ex¬ 
cept  the  plant  site  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corporation,  located  at  Bums  Harbor, 
Porter  County,  Ind.) ,  to  points  in  the  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  commercial  zone.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Vandalia,  HI.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  correct  the  carrier’s 
name. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E9)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  10, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  May  28,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  DIRECT  TRANSIT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8008,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49508.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mar¬ 
tin  Leavitt  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building  contractors’  ma¬ 
terials,  restricted  to  building  and  roofing 
materials,  in  truckloads,  from  those 
points  in  Ohio  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio -Kentucky  State  line 
and  extending  along  Ohio  Highway  73  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  725,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  725  to  the  Ohio-Indiana 
State  line  to  those  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  bounded  by  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Michigan-Indiana  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  10,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  10,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  Junction  Michigan  High- 
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way  32.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Lockland,  Ohio. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  carrier’s  name. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  E232)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  9,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  May  6,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  PRE  FAB  TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  148,  Farmer  City,  Ill.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  D.  Vollmer 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Prefabricated  building,  complete, 
knocked  down,  or  in  sections,  (1)  from 
points  in  Texas  to  points  in  Connecticut. 
Delaware,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Vermont,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
(2)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Texas 
In  and  west  of  Wichita,  Archer,  Young. 
Stephens,  Eastland,  Brown,  McCulloch, 
Menard,  Kimble,  Edwards,  Kinney,  and 
Maverick  Counties,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Alabama  in  and  east  of  Lauder 
dale,  Lawrence,  Cullman,  Blount,  St. 
Clair,  Talladega,  CJay,  Tallapoosa,  Ma¬ 
con,  Bullock,  Barbour,  Henry,  and  Hous¬ 
ton  Counties,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Florida  in  and  east  of  Jackson,  Calhoun, 
and  Gulf  Comities  and  points  in  Georgia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  clarify  the 
exception  in  the  commodity  description. 

No.  MC  108449  (Sub  E219),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1947  West  County 
Road  C,  St.  Paul,  Nn.  55113.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  W.  A.  Myllenbeck, 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Lemont  and  Lock- 
port,  HI.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  LaCrosse,  Wis.,  and  Ramsey 
County,  Minn. 

No.  MC  109331  (Sub-No.  E20),  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  12,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  April  22,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  NILSON  VAN  STORAGE,  707 
Security  Federal  Bldg.,  Columbia,  S.C. 
29201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Frank 
A.  Graham,  Jr.  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
Greenwood,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Boca  Raton,  Cocoa,  Day¬ 
tona  Beach,  Ft.  Myers,  Gainesville,  Key 
West,  Miami,  Ocala,  Okeechobee,  Or¬ 
lando,  St.  Petersburg,  Sarasota,  South 
Bay,  Tampa,  West  Palm  Beach,  and 
Winter  Haven,  Fla.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Sum¬ 
ter,  S.C.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  correct  the  territorial  descriptions. 

tfo.  MC  109331  (Sub-No.  E21)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  21,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  April  22,  1975. 
Applicant:  NILSON  VAN  STORAGE, 
707  Security  Federal  Bldg.,  Columbia, 


S.C.  29201.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frank  A.  Graham,  Jr.  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
Spartanburg,  S.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Boca  Raton,  Chiefland, 
Cocoa,  Crestview,  Daytona  Beach,  Ft. 
Myers,  Gainesville,  Jacksonville,  Key 
West,  Lake  City,  Miami,  Ocala,  Okee¬ 
chobee,  Orlando,  Panama  City,  Perry, 
St.  Augustine,  St.  Petersburg,  Sarasota, 
South  Bay,  Tallahassee,  Tampa,  West 
Palm  Beach,  and  Winter  Haven,  Fla.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Sumter,  S.C.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  correct  the  territorial 
description. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  E83),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE 
MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  113, 
Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  E.  S.  Gordon  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  comvion 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Heavy  machinery 
and  articles  which  require  specialized 
handling  or  rigging  because  of  their  size 
or  weight,  and  self-propelled  articles, 
each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more,  re¬ 
stricted  to  self-propelled  articles  which 
are  transported  on  trailers,  and  related 
machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies 
moving  in  connection  therewith,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  the  Lower  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Mackinaw  City,  Mich.,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  10,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
23,  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to 
the  Michigan-Ohio  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Lucas  County, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  109462  (Sub  El),  filed  May  15, 
1974.  Applicant:  LUMBER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6181  S.  Station, 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative  :  Ronald  E.  Butler,  54  W.  Lake 
St.,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Composition  board,  from 
points  in  New  Mexico,  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  and  Maine.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Miami,  Okla. 

No.  MC  109465  (Sub  E2) ,  filed  May  15, 
1974.  Applicant:  LUMBER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6181  S.  Station, 
Port  Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  Ronald  E.  Butler,  54  W.  Lake 
St„  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
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transporting:  Composition  board,  from 
points  in  New  Mexico  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  a  point  on  U.S.  56  at 
the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line,  thence 
in  a  westerly  direction  along  U.S.  56  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  85,  thence  along 
U.S.  85  in  a  northerly  direction  to  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  N.M.  Hwy.  58,  thence 
along  N.M.  Hwy.  58  in  a  westerly  direc¬ 
tion  to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  64, 
thence  along  U.S.  64  in  a  westerly  direc¬ 
tion  to  its  intersection  with  N.M.  Hwy.  4, 
thence  along  N.M.  Hwy.  4  in  a  westerly 
direction  to  its  intersection  with  N.M. 
Hwy.  44,  thence  along  N.M.  Hwy.  44  in 
a  northwesterly  direction  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  N.M.  Hwy.  509,  thence  along 
State  Hwy.  509  in  a  southwesterly  direc¬ 
tion  to  its  intersection  with  N.M.  Hwy. 
53,  thence  in  a  southwesterly  direction 
along  N.M.  Hwy.  53  to  U.S.  66,  thence 
along  U.S.  66  in  a  westerly  direction  to 
the  Arizona-New  Mexico  State  line,  to 
points  in  Arkansas-,  and  to  points  in 
Louisiana  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  a  point  on  U.S.  Hwy.  190  at  the 
Louisiana-Texas  State  line,  thence  along 
U.S.  190  in  an  easterly  direction  to  its 
intersection  with  State  Hwy.  26,  thence 
along  State  Hwy.  26  in  a  southeasterly 
direction  to  its  intersection  with  1-10, 
thence  along  1-10  in  an  easterly  direction 
to  its  intersection  with  State  Hwy.  35, 
thence  along  State  Hwy.  35,  ending  at 
Forked  Island  near  the  Gulf  of  Mexico: 
and  to  points  in  Minnesota  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  a  point  on  the 
Canadian-Minnesota  border  line  on  U.S. 
71,  thence  along  U.S.  71  in  a  southerly 
direction  to  its  intersection  with  State 
Hwy.  371  at  or  near  Bemidji,  Minnesota, 
thence  in  a  southerly  direction  along 
State  Hwy.  371  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  10  at  or  near  Little  Falls,  Minnesota, 
thence  in  a  southerly  direction  along 
U.S.  10  to  its  intersection  with  1-35  at  or 
near  Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  thence  in 
a  southerly  direction  along  1-35  to  the 
Minnesota-Iowa  .State  line;  and  points 
in  Iowa  on  and  east  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35. 

No.  MC  109462  (Sub  E3) ,  filed  May  15, 
1974.  Applicant:  LUMBER  TRANS¬ 
PORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6181  S.  Station, 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Ronald  E.  Butler,  54  W. 
Lake  St.,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Composition  board, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  New  Mexico 
on  and  southeast  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line  on  U.S. 
54  at  or  near  Nara  Visa,  NM,  thence  in  a 
southwesterly  direction  along  U.S.  54  to 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  70  at  or  near 
Alamogordo,  NM,  thence  in  a  southerly 
direction  along  U.S.  70  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  80  at  or  near  Las  Cruces,  NM, 
thence  in  a  southerly  direction  along  U.S. 
80  to  the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line; 
to  points  in  Minnesota;  Iowa;  and  to 
points  in  Arkansas  on  and  north  of  1-40. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Miami,  Okla. 
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No.  MC  109462  (Sub  E4) ,  filed  May  15, 
1974.  Applicant:  LUMBER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6181  S.  Station, 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Ronald  E.  Butler,  54  W. 
Lake  St.,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Composition  board, 
from  points  in  New  Mexico  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  Mexico- 
Texas  State  line  at  or  near  Clayton,  N.M. 
on  UB.  56,  thence  in  a  westerly  direc¬ 
tion  along  U.S.  56  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  85  at  or  near  Springer,  N.M., 
thence  along  U.S.  85  in  a  northerly  di¬ 
rection  to  its  intersection  with  State 
Hwy.  58,  thence  along  State  Hwy.  58  in 
a  westerly  direction  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  64,  thence  along  U.S.  64  in  a 
westerly  direction  to  its  intersection  with 
State  Hwy.  4,  thence  along  State  Hwy.  4, 
in  a  westerly  direction  to  its  intersection 
with  State  Hwy.  44,  thence  along  State 
Hwy.  44  in  a  northerly  direction  to  its 
intersection  with  State  Hwy.  509,  thence 
along  State  Hwy.  509  in  a  southerly  direc¬ 
tion  to  its  intersection  with  State  Hwy.  53, 
thence  along  State  Hwy.  53  in  a  westerly 
direction  to  the  New  Mexico- Arizona 
State  line,  thence  along  the  New  Mexico- 
Arizona  State  line  in  a  southerly  direc¬ 
tion  to  the  New  Mexico-Mexico  border 
line,  thence  along  the  New  Mexico- 
Mexico  border  line  to  a  point  where  the 
New  Mexico-Mexico  border  line  inter¬ 
sects  with  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State 
line,  thence  beginning  at  the  New 
Mexico-Texas  State  line  on  U.S.  80  at  or 
near  Anthony,  NM,  thence  in  a  northerly 
direction  along  U.S.  80  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  70  at  or  near  Las  Cruces,  NM, 
thence  in  a  northerly  direction  along 
U.S.  70  to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  54 
at  or  near  Alamogordo,  NM,  thence  in  a 
northeasterly  direction  along  U.S.  54  to 
the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line,  thence 
in  a  northerly  direction  along  the  New 
Mexico-Texas  State  line  to  the  inter¬ 
section  of  U.S.  56,  the  beginning  point; 
to  points  in  Iowa  and  Minnesota,  and 
points  in  Arkansas  on,  east  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Okla- 
homa  State  line  on  U.S.  62  at  or  near 
Summers,  Arkansas,  thence  in  an  east¬ 
erly  direction  along  U.S.  62  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  State  Hwy.  16  at  or  near 
Fayetteville,  Arkansas,  thence  in  a 
southerly  direction  along  State  Hwy.  16 
to  its  Intersection  with  State  Hwy.  23 
at  or  near  St.  Paul,  Arkansas,  thence  in 
a  southerly  direction  along  State  Hwy. 
23  to  its  intersection  with  1-40  at  or  near 
Ozark,  Arkansas,  thence  in  an  easterly 
direction  along  1-40  to  the  Arkansas  - 
Tennessee  State  line. 

No.  MC  109462  (Sub  E5) ,  filed  May  15, 
1974.  Applicant:  LUMBER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6181,  S.  Station, 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Ronald  E.  Butler,  54  W.  Lake 
8t.,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Composition  board,  from 
points  in  New  Mexico  to  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 


Kansas-Missouri  State  line  on  U.S.  169 
at  or  near  Kansas  City,  thence  in  a 
southerly  direction  along  U.S.  169  to  its 
intersection  with  State  Hwy.  39  at  or 
near  Chanute,  Kansas,  thence  in  a  west¬ 
erly  direction  along  State  39  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  75,  thence  in  a  southerly 
direction  along  U.S.  75  to  the  Kansas - 
Oklahoma  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Miami,  Okla. 

No.  MC  109462  (Sub  E6>,  filed  May 
15,  1974.  Applicant:  LUMBER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6181,  S.  Station, 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Ronald  E.  Butler,  54  W.  Lake 
St.,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Composition  board,  from 
points  in  New  Mexico  on,  west  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  Mexico- 
Colorado  State  line  on  State  Hwy.  3  at 
or  near  Costilla,  New  Mexico,  thence  in  a 
southerly  direction  along  State  Hwy.  3 
to  its  intersection  with  State  Hwy.  104 
at  or  near  Las  Vegas,  New  Mexico,  thence 
in  an  easterly  direction  on  State  Hwy. 
104  to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  66  at  or 
near  Tucumcari,  New  Mexico,  thence  in 
an  easterly  direction  along  UB.  66  to  the 
New  Mexico -Oklahoma  State  line:  to 
points  in  Kansas  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kansas-Nebraska  State 
line  on  U.S.  75  at  or  near  Sabetha,  Kan¬ 
sas,  thence  in  a  southerly  direction  along 
U.S.  75  to  the  Kansas -Oklahoma  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Miami,  Okla. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E23)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  12,  1974.  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  28,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  GROENDYKE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid,  Okla.  73701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Victor  R. 
Comstock  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vheicles,  from  points  in 
Texas  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line  and 
extending  along  UB.  Highway  259  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  59,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  Texas  High¬ 
way  288,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  288 
to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  to  points  in  New 
Mexico  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  66. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Houston,  Tex.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  extend  the 
territorial  destination. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E73)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  14,  1974.  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  28,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  GROENDYKE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid,  Okla.  73701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Victor  R. 
Comstock  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Number  5  and  6  fuel  oils,  in 


bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Texas  on,  south  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Texas -Oklahoma  State 
line  and  extending  along  UB.  Highway 
62  to  junction  UB.  Highway  83,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  83  to  the  United 
States-Mexico  International  Boundary 
line,  and  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Texas -Oklahoma  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  77  to  the  United 
States-Mexico  International  Boundary 
line,  to  points  in  Missouri.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Tulsa,  Okla.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  extend  the  territorial  desti¬ 
nation. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E91)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  30,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  June  5,  1975. 
Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2450  Marion  Rd.  SE„ 
Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  E.  Miller,  502  First 
Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (2)  (b)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Colorado  (except  points 
located  in  Logan,  Washington,  Lincoln, 
Crowley,  Otera,  Sedgwick,  Phillips. 
Yuma,  Kit  Carson,  Cheyenne,  Kiowa. 
Bent,  Prowers,  and  Baca  Counties,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Harrison,  Shelby,  Audubon,  Guthrie, 
Pottawattamie,  Cass,  Adair,  Mills,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Adams,  Union,  Fremont,  Page. 
Taylor,  and  Ringgold  Counties,  Iowa. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  South  Dakota.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  correct  the 
destination  point  in  (2)  (b)  above. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E8)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  April  29,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  28,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  SENN  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
P.O.  Drawer  220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  919  Eighteenth  St.  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  •  •  •  The  purpose  of  this  partial 
correction  is  to  reflect  the  correct  appli¬ 
cant’s  representative.  The  remainder  of 
this  letter-notice  remains  as  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E9)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  April  29,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  June  3,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  SENN  TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Jack- 
son,  Jr.,  919  Eighteenth  St.  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (9)  from  points  in  Georgia  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Georgia- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  368  to  Junction  Georgia 
Highway  17,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  17  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  47, 
thence  along  Georgia  Highway  47  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  278,  thence  along 
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U.S.  Highway  278  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  80,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1/221, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1/221  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  1,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1/23,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
1/23  to  the  Georgia-Florida  State  line, 
to  points  in  Missouri  and  Arkansas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of:  in  (1)  Tennessee:  in  (2), 

(4) ,  (6),  (7),  and  (9)  Greenwood  Coun¬ 
ty,  S.C.,  in  (3)  Buncombe,  Chatham, 
Cherokee,  Columt  us,  Cumberland, 
Franklin,  Guilford,  Harnett,  Henderson, 
Lee,  Macon,  Orange,  Rockingham,  Tran¬ 
sylvania,  and  Union  Counties,  NX?.;  in 

(5)  Camden  County,  N.J.;  and  in  (8) 
South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this 
partial  correction  is  to  correct  the  de¬ 
scription  in  (9)  above. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
August  25,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
FAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pipe 
fittings,  pipe  valves,  and  fire  hydrants, 
from  Coshocton,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Texas,  Arizona,  and  California.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Anniston,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E94) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
FAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  fittings,  components,  parts  and 
accessories,  from  Anniston,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Tennessee.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Anniston,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E101),  filed 
May  2,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
FAST  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1215 
Bankhead  Highway  West,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Non-ferrous  scrap  metals  (except  in 
dump  vehicles) ;  (1)  from  points  in  Ok¬ 
lahoma  to  points  in  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Georgia.  Florida,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Connecticut,  Maryland,  Rhode 
Island,  New  York  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  14,  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  11,  and  Florida  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  231  (including  Panama 
City,  Fla.) ;  and  (2)  from  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  to  points  in  Georgia,  Florida  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  231  (including 
Panama  City,  Fla.),  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 


vania  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Georgia,  Maryland,  New  Jersey, 
and  Delaware.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Steele  and 
Attalla,  Ala. 

No.  MC  116915  (Sub-No.  E13)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  February  24,  1975,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  May  6,  1975. 
Applicant:  ECK  MILLER  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  CORP.,  Owensboro,  Ky.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Sulli¬ 
van,  Federal  Bar  Bldg.  West,  1819  H. 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Aluminum  oil  well 
and  mine  machinery,  aluminum  pipe  and 
supplies  and  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
processing  of  the  foregoing  commodities, 
between  points  in  Georgia  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  441,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Pennsylva¬ 
nia  and  New  York  on,  north  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  957  at  Columbia,  Pa.,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  957  to 
Sugargrove,  Pa.,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  Jamestown,  N.Y., 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  17  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  219,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  219  to  Great 
Valley,  N.Y.,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  98  to  Carlton,  N.Y.,  and  points 
in  New  York  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Morristown,  N.Y.,  extending 
along  New  York  Highway  58  to  Gou- 
verneur,  N.Y.,  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  Rouses  Point,  N.Y.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Hawesville,  Ky.  The  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  extend  the  ter¬ 
ritorial  destination. 

No.  MC  119774  (Sub-No.  E305)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  March  4,  1975.  Published 
in  the  Federal  Register  June  2,  1975. 
Applicant:  EAGLE  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  P.O.  Box  471,  301  E.  Main  Street, 
Kilgore,  Tex.  75662.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Nolan  F.  Killingsworth  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  the  transportation  of  which 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment  or  handling,  from 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Florida  east 
of  Florida  Highway  77.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Shreveport,  La.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  clarify  the  commodity 
description. 

No.  MC  119774  (Sub-No.  E306)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  March  4,  1975.  Published 
in  the  Federal  Register  June  2,  1975. 
Applicant:  EAGLE  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  201  E.  Main  Street,  P.O.  Box  471, 
Kilgore,  Tex.  75662.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Nolan  F.  Killingsworth  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cast 
iron  pipe  and  fittings,  from  the  facilities 


of  the  United  States  Pipe  and 
Foundry  Company  and  of  the  American 
Cast  Iron  Pipe  Company  at  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  to  points  in  Arizona.  Colorado,  Iowa 
on  and  west  of  a  line  from  the 
Missouri-Iowa  State  line  along  U.S. 
Highway  169  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
18,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  18  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  4,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  4  to  the  Iowa-Minnesota 
State  line,  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  71,  Missouri  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  71,  Montana,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wyoming,  and 
Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Van  Buren,  Ark. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  territorial  destination. 

No.  MC  119864  (Sub-No.  E40),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  CRAIG  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  26699  Eckel 
Road,  Perrysburg,  Ohio  43551.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Dale  K.  Craig 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  (except  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles) ,  as  described  in  Sections  A 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  which  are 
embraced  in  frozen  foods,  from  the  plant 
site  of  Armour  and  Company  near  Ster¬ 
ling,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Ohio  and 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  431,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  above-named  plant  site. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  La  Porte,  Ind. 

No.  MC  120021  (Sub  E3),  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  THE  COTTER  MOV¬ 
ING  &  STORAGE  CO.,  265  Bowery 
Street,  Akron,  Ohio  44308.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley, 
1819  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Virginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Wisconsin,  those  in  Benton,  Car- 
roll,  Washington,  and  Madison  Counties, 
Ark.,  those  in  Indiana  in  and  north  of 
Sullivan,  Green,  Daviess,  Martin,  Law¬ 
rence,  Jackson,  Jennings,  Ripley,  Dear¬ 
born,  and  Ohio  counties,  those  in  Illinois 
in  and  north  of  Monroe,  St.  Clair,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Jefferson,  Marion,  Slay,  Jasper, 
and  Crawford  Counties,  those  in  Missouri 
in,  west,  and  north  of  Ozark,  Douglas, 
Wrfght,  Laclede,  Pulaski,  Maries,  Gas¬ 
conade,  Franklin,  and  Jefferson  Coun¬ 
ties;  and  between  points  in  Virginia  in 
and  east  of  Giles,  Pulaski,  Floyd,  and 
Patrick  Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Hancock  County,  Ky.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  points 
within  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  120021  (Sub  E6) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  THE  COTTER  MOV¬ 
ING  &  STORAGE  CO.,  265  Bowery 
Street,  Akron,  Ohio  44308.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley, 
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1819  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier ,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  South  Carolina,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  those  in 
Missouri  in  and  north  of  Bates,  Henry, 
Benton,  Camden,  Pulaski,  Phelps,  Craw¬ 
ford,  Washington,  and  Jefferson  Coun¬ 
ties,  those  in  Indiana  in  and  north  of  Sul¬ 
livan,  Greene,  Owen,  Morgan,  Brown. 
Bartholomew,  Decatur,  and  Franklin 
Counties,  and  those  in  Illinois,  in  and 
north  of  Monroe,  St.  Clair,  Clinton. 
Marion,  Clay,  Jasper,  and  Crawford 
Counties;  and  between  points  in  Ander¬ 
son,  Oconee,  Pickens,  Greenville,  and 
Spartanburg  Counties,  S.C.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Os¬ 
wego,  Lewis,  Jefferson,  St.  Lawrence. 
Franklin,  and  Clinton  Counties,  N.Y.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  120021  (Sub  E10),  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  THE  COTTER  MOV¬ 
ING  &  STORAGE  CO..  265  W.  Bowery 
Street,  Akron,  Ohio  44308.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley, 
1819  H  St.  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
between  points  in  New  York,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Illinois,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Wisconsin,  and  Nebraska;  and,  between 
points  in  New  York  In  and  north  of 
Chautauqua,  Cattaraugus,  Allegheny, 
Livingston,  Ontario,  Yates,  Seneca,  Cay¬ 
uga,  Onondaga,  Madison,  Oneida, 
Herkimer,  Hamilton,  and  Essex  Coun¬ 
ties  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  North  Carolina  in  and  west  of 
Mitchell,  McDowell,  and  Rutherford 
Counties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dayton,  Ohio, 
and  points  within  25  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  120021  (Sub  E13) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  THE  COTTER  MOV¬ 
ING  &  STORAGE  CO.,  265  Bowery 
Street,  Akron,  Ohio  44308.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley, 
1819  H  St.  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
between  points  in  Missouri,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Rhode 
Island,  and  Washington,  D.C.;  between 
points  in  Missouri,  except  those  east  and 
south  of  Ripley,  Carter,  Wayne,  Bol¬ 
linger,  and  Perry  Counties,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  West 
Virginia  ;  and  between  points  in  Missouri 
in,  north  and  west  of  Newton,  Lawrence, 
Greene,  Dallas,  Laclede,  Pulaski,  Phelps, 
Gasconade,  Franklin,  and  St.  Louis 
Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  North  Carolina  (except 
those  in  and  west  of  Haywood  and 
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Transylvania  Counties) .  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Dayton,  Ohio,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof. 

No.  MC  120021  (Sub  E19),  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  THE  COTTER  MOV¬ 
ING  &  STORAGE  CO.,  265  W.  Bowery 
Street,  Akron,  Ohio  44308.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley, 
1819  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Indiana,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York  (except  points  in  Chautauqua,  Cat¬ 
taraugus,  Erie,  and  Niagara  Counties), 
Pennsylvania  (except  points  in  Law¬ 
rence,  Butler,  Armstrong,  Jefferson,  Elk, 
McKean,  Warren,  Forest,  Clarion,  Ve¬ 
nango,  Mercer,  Crawford,  and  Erie  Coun¬ 
ties),  West  Virginia  (except  points  in 
Cabell,  Lincoln,  Boone,  Wyoming.  Mc¬ 
Dowell,  Logan,  Mingo,  and  Wayne  Coun¬ 
ties)  ,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Rhode 
Island,  and  Washington,  D.C.,  and  (2) 
between  points  in  Indiana  in  and  north 
of  Franklin,  Decatur,  Bartholomew, 
Brown,  Monroe,  Owen,  Clay,  and  Vigo 
Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  North  Carolina.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  120021  (Sub  E22) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  THE  COTTER  MOV¬ 
ING  &  STORAGE  CO.,  265  Bowery 
Street,  Akron,  Ohio  44308.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  R.  Kingsley, 
1819  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Delaware,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin  and  those  In  Ken¬ 
tucky  in  and  west  of  McCreary,  Pulaski, 
Rockcastle,  Madison,  Clark,  Bourbon, 
Nicholas,  Robertson,  and  Mason  Coun¬ 
ties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof. 

No.  MC  121338  (Sub-No.  El)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  16,  1974.  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  May  1,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  PADRE  FREIGHT  LINES,  P.O. 
Box  6849,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85005.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  R.  Digby, 
2131  West  Roosevelt  St.,  Phoenix,  Ariz, 
85009.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  logs,  livestock,  articles  of  unusual 
value,  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment  between  points  in  the  Los 
Angeles  Territory  (as  described  below) 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points 
on  and  within  15  miles  of  U.S.  Highway 
80  and  Interstate  Highway  8,  extending 
from  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  San 
Diego  Territory  to  the  Califomia-Arlzona 


State  line.*  Los  Angeles  Territory  in¬ 
cludes  that  area  embraced  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  boundary:  beginning  at  the  in¬ 
tersection  of  Sunset  Boulevard  and  U.S. 
Highway  101  Alternate;  thence  north¬ 
easterly  on  Sunset  Boulevard  to  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  118  through  and  includ¬ 
ing  the  City  of  San  Fernando;  continu¬ 
ing  northeasterly  and  southeasterly 
along  California  Highway  118  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  the  City  of  Pasadena;  easterly 
along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  California 
Highway  19,  southerly  along  California 
Highway  19  to  Lower  Azusa  Road;  east¬ 
erly  on  Lower  Azusa  Road  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  the  San  Gabriel  River;  south¬ 
erly  along  the  west  bank  of  the  San 
Gabriel  River  to  Beverly  Boulevard; 
southeasterly  on  Beverly  Boulevard  to 
Painter  Avenue  to  the  City  of  Whittier; 
southerly  on  Painter  Avenue  to  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  26  westerly  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  26  to  the  west  bank  of 
the  San  Gabriel  River;  southerly  along 
the  west  bank  of  the  San  Gabriel  River 
to  Imperial  Highway;  westerly  on  Im¬ 
perial  Highway  to  California  Highway 
19;  southerly  along  California  Highway 
19  to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Highway 
101.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  San  Diego.  Calif. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  MC  number. 

No.  MC  121420  (Sub-No.  E6)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  June  4,  1974.  Published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  20,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  DART  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
61  Railroad  Street,  Canfield,  Ohio  44406. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Paul  F. 
Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  usually  transported 
in  dump  truck  equipment,  between  points 
in  Ashtabula  County,  Ohio,  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  20  and  east  of  Ohio 
Highway  45,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  those  parts  of 
Wayne,  Holmes,  Coshocton,  Tuscarawas, 
Carroll,  Harrison,  and  Jefferson  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ohio,  Hancock,  Ohio,  and  Brooke 
Counties,  W.  Va.,  that  are  within  50  miles 
of  Toronto,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mer¬ 
cer  County,  Pa.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  extend  the  territorial 
description. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E213),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appen¬ 
dix  V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  of 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
when  used  as  a  building  material  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  from  the  facilities  of  Con¬ 
tinental  Steel  Corp.,  at  or  near  Kokomo, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Nebraska  (except 
Richardson  County),  and  that  part  of 
Kansas  in  and  west  of  Marshall,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Cloud,  Lincoln,  Russell,  Ellis, 
Rush,  Pawnee,  Edwards,  Pratt,  and  Bar- 
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ber  Counties,  Kans.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  those 
points  in  Wisconsin  that  are  within  the 
Warren,  m.,  commercial  zone. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E214),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix  V 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  when 
used  as  a  building  material  (except  in 
bulk) ,  from  East  Dubuque,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  and  south  of  Wayne,  Jones,  Covington, 
Jefferson  Davis,  Lawrence,  Walthall, 
Pike,  and  Amite  Counties,  Miss.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Warren,  Ill.,  and  the  facilities 
of  Continental  Steel  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Kokomo,  Ind. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E215),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix  V 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor- 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  when 
used  as  a  building  material  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Clinton,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Delaware,  West  Virginia,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Kentucky  in  and  east  of 
Boone,  Gallatin,  Carroll,  Trimble,  Old¬ 
ham,  Jefferson,  Bullitt,  Nelson,  Larue, 
Hart,  Barren,  and  Monroe  Counties,  Ky. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Warren,  Ill.  and  the  facil¬ 
ities  of  Continental  Steel  Corp.,  at  or 
near  Kokomo,  Ind. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E216),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6.  Val¬ 
paraiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  article,  as  described  in  Appendix  V 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  when 
used  as  a  building  material  (except  in 
bulk),  from  International  Palls,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Mississippi,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky,  and 
Louisiana  (except  Caddo,  Bossier,  Web¬ 
ster,  Claiborne,  Union,  Lincoln,  Jackson, 
Bienville,  De  Soto,  Red  River,  Winn,  Sa¬ 
bine,  and  Natchitoches  Counties,  La.). 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Warren,  Ill.,  and  the 
facilities  of  the  Continental  Steel  Corp., 
at  or  near  Kokomo,  Ind. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E217),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6. 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix  V 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  when 
used  as  a  building  material  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Stephenson  County,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Kentucky  in  and 
east  of  Meade,  Hardin,  Grayson,  Butler, 
and  Logan  Counties,  Ky.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Warren,  Ill.,  and  the  facilities  of  Conti¬ 
nental  Steel  Corp.,  at  or  near  Kokomo, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E218),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  roofing  and  roofing  materials  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk),  from  Wilmington,  HI.,  to 
points  in  Texas,  West  Virginia,  Louisiana, 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Kentucky  in  and  east  of 
Meade,  Harin,  Hart,  Edmonson,  Warren, 
and  Simpson  Counties,  Ky.,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Mississippi  in  and  south  of 
Monroe,  Clay,  Webster,  Montgomery, 
Carroll,  LeFlore,  Sunflower,  and  Bolivar 
Counties,  Miss.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Continental  Steel  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Kokomo,  Ind. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E219),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  or 
steel  articles  as  described  in  Appendix  V 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  when 
used  as  a  building  material  (except  in 
bulk),  points  in  Carroll  County,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Terrebonne  County,  La.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Warren,  HI.,  and  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Continental  Steel  Corp.,  at  or 
near  Kokomo,  Ind. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E220),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  UB.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  or 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix 
V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  when 
used  as  a  building  material  (except  in 
bulk) ,  from  Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
West  Virginia,  Delaware,  Cameron 
County,  Tex.,  Lauderdale,  Jones,  Clarke, 
Wayne,  Greene,  Perry,  Forrest,  Lamar, 
Marion,  Pearl  River,  Stone,  George, 
Jackson,  Harrison,  Hancock  Counties, 
Miss.;  Washington,  St.  Tammany,  St. 
John,  St.  James,  St.  Charles,  Terrebonne, 
Lafourche,  Jefferson,  St.  Bernard,  and 
Plaquemines  Counties,  La.;  and  that  part 


of  Kentucky  in  and  east  of  Hancock, 
Ohio,  Butler  and  Logan  Counties,  Ky. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Warren,  HI.,  and  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Continental  Steel  Corp.,  at  or 
near  Kokomo,  Ind. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E221),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  roofing,  building,  and  paving  ma¬ 
terial  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  lum¬ 
ber,  chemicals,  and  commodities  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  their 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment)  from  Brookville,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Texas, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  points 
in  that  part  of  Missouri  in  and  west  of 
Clark,  Lewis,  Marion,  Ralls,  Audrain, 
Callaway,  Osage,  Maries,  Phelps,  Dent, 
Shannon,  and  Oregon  Counties,  Mo.,  and 
points  in  Michigan  (except  points  in 
Sanilac,  Lapeer,  St.  Clair,  Macomb,  Oak¬ 
land,  Wayne,  Monroe,  Livingston,  Ing¬ 
ham,  Jackson,  Washtenaw,  Lenawee, 
Hillsdale,  Cass,  St.  Joseph,  and  Branch 
Counties,  Mich.),  North  Dakota  and 
South  Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Continental  Steel  Corp.,  at  or 
near  Kokomo,  Ind. 

-  No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E222) ,  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  roofing  and  roofing  materials 
(except  in  bulk),  from  the  plant  and 
warehouse  sites  of  National  Gypsum 
Company,  at  Niles,  Ohio,  to  points  in  and 
west  of  Wichita,  Archer,  Young,  Palo 
Pinto,  Erath,  Bosque,  McLennan,  Bell, 
Williamson,  Travis,  Bastrop,  Fayette, 
Washington,  Walker,  Harris,  and  Galves¬ 
ton  Counties,  Tex.  Restriction:  The  op¬ 
erations  authorized  herein  are  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  plant  and  warehouse  sites  of 
National  Gypsum  Co.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Wil¬ 
mington,  HI.,  and  the  facilities  of  Con¬ 
tinental  Steel  Corp.,  at  or  near  Kokomo, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E223),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles  as  described  in  Appendix  V 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  when 
used  as  a  building  material  (except  in 
bulk)  from  points  In  Winnebago  County, 
HI.,  to  points  in  Bell,  Harlan,  and  Letcher 
Counties,  Ky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
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is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Warren, 
Ill.,  and  the  facilities  of  Continental 
Steel  Corp.,  at  or  near  Kokomo,  Ind. 

No.  MC  123407  <  Sub-No.  E231),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix  V 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  when 
used  as  a  building  material  (except  in 
bulk) ,  from  Carroll  County,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  that  part  of  Kentucky  in  and  east  of 
Jefferson,  Bullitt,  Hardin,  Hart,  Edmon¬ 
son,  Warren,  and  Simpson  Counties,  Ky. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Warren,  Ill.,  and  the 
facilities  of  Continental  Steel  Corp.,  at  or 
nfear  Kokomo,  Ind. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  E232),  filed 
May  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SAWYER 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix 
V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  when 
used  as  a  building  material  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Joe  Davies  County,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Kentucky  in  and 
east  of  Daviess,  Ohio,  Butler,  and  Logan 
Counties,  Ky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Warren, 
HI.,  and  the  facilities  of  Continental 
Steel  Corp.,  at  or  near  Kokomo,  Ind. 

No.  MC  127840  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  MONTGOM¬ 
ERY  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  17730  S.  Chi¬ 
cago  Ave.,  Lansing,  HI.  60438.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  H.  Towle, 
Suite  1133,  127  N.  Dearborn  St.,  Chicago, 
Ill.  60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Animal 
fats,  animal  oils,  and  vegetable  oils,  and 
edible  blends  and  edible  products  of  ani¬ 
mal  fats,  animal  oils,  and  vegetable  oils 
(except  liquid  chemicals),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  hopper  type  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  Interstate 
Highway  80  and  that  part  of  Indiana 
within  the  commercial  zone  of  Chicago, 
HI.,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  to 
points  in  Indiana.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Chicago,  HI. 


No.  MC  127840  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  MONTGOM¬ 
ERY  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  17730  S.  Chi¬ 
cago  Ave.,  Lansing,  Ill.  60438.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  H.  Towle,  Suite 
1133,  127  N.  Dearborn  St.,  Chicago,  HI. 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Animal 
'fats,  animal  oils,  and  vegetable  oils,  and 
edible  blends  and  edible  products  of  ani¬ 
mal  fats,  animal  oils,  and  vegetable  oils 
(except  liquid  chemicals),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  hopper  type  vehicles,  from  that 
part  of  Illinois  between  a  line  on  and 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  80  and  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Hli- 
nois-Iowa  State  line  and  U.S.  Highway 
34,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to 
junction  Hlinois  Highway  167,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  167  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  78,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  78  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway 
17,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  17  to 
the  Hlinois -Indiana  State  line,  to  points 
in  Indiana  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Gary,  Ind.,  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
65  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  14, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  14  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  35 
to  junction  Indiana  Highway  3,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  3  to  the  Indiana- 
Kentucky  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI. 

No.  MC  127840  (Sub-No.  E31)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  June  4,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  May  21,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MONTGOMERY  TANK  LINES, 
INC.,  17730  S.  Chicago  Avenue,  Lansing, 
HI.  60438.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  H.  Towle,  Suite  1133,  127  Dear¬ 
born  St.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60602.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)(2)  that  part  of  In¬ 
diana  within  the  commercial  zone  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
to  points  in  Iowa  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  20;  •  •  *  etc.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Bradley  and  Chicago,  HI.  The  purpose  of 
this  partial  correction  is  to  correct  the 
origin  territorial. 

No.  MC  127840  (Sub-No.  E45)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  June  4,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  June  4,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MONTGOMERY  TANK  LINES, 
INC.,  17730  S.  Chicago  Avenue,  Lansing, 
HI.  60438.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  H.  Towle,  Suite  1133,  127  N. 


Dearborn  St.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (2)  from  points  in 
Michigan  (except  the  Upper  Peninsula 
of  Michigan),  and  those  in  the  United 
States  (except  Virginia)  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Michigan  City,  Ind., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  421  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  65,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  to  points  in  Nebraska  and  Iowa 
on  and  north  of  Interstate  Highway  80 
and  those  in  Hlinois  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Illinois-Iowa  State 
line,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80 
to  the  Illinois -Indiana  State  line  (except 
points  in  Cook  and  Du  Page  Counties, 
Ill.),  (3)  from  points  in  Michigan,  West 
Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut, 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Maine,  and 
that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  points  in  Kansas,  that 
part  of  Colorado  on,  north  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Colorado-Kansas 
State  line,  that  part  of  Iowa  and  Ne¬ 
braska  on  and  south  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80,  and  that  part  of  Illinois  on  and 
within  an  area  beginning  at  the  Illinois- 
Iowa  State  line,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  the  Illinois-Indiana  State 
line,  thence  along  the  Illinois-Indiana 
State  line  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  the  east 
bank  of  the  Mississippi  River,  thence 
along  the  east  bank  of  the  Mississippi 
River  to  the  place  of  beginning;  *  •  * 
etc.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chicago,  HI. 
The  purpose  of  this  partial  correction  is 
to  correct  the  highway  description  in  (2) 
above.  The  remainder  of  this  letter-no¬ 
tice  will  remain  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  136553  (Sub  E5),  filed  June  3, 
1974.  Applicant:  ART  PAPE  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  1080  East  12th  Street,  Dubuque, 
Iowa  52001.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Arthur  Pape  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  fertilizer  and  dry  fer¬ 
tilizer  materials,  from  Rock  Island,  HI., 
to  points  in  Nebraska  (except  points 
south  of  U.8.  Highway  30  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  77).  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  ware¬ 
house  of  Etter  Bros.,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Webster  City,  Iowa. 

By  the  Commission. 

Lseal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-17154  Filed  6-30-75:8:45  am] 
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